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' fo Wiſe and honeſt: But tha I am (ure of F that I never afted 


PREFAC 


Need not acquaint the World with the Occaſion f publiſhing 
this Book ; which indeed « extorted from me by the rude Cla-- 
mours and unchriftian Cenſures of ſome,and the earneſt Importu- 
nities of others. _ 
My taking the Oath of Allegiance to King William aud 
Queen Mary, after ſo long a Refuſal, has occaſioned a great 
deal of talk, and a = many uncharitable gueſſes about it ; Fe 
Him and _ Zeal always wanting either the Wit, or the good Wil, 
fo puels T1808, . ; 
gry bave 7m, ge it the moſt probable Conjetnre , That a 
Man, who had forfeited all bus Preferments by refuſing the Oath, and 
bad for ever loſt them, had not the Government been more mild and 
gentle in delaying the Execution of the Law , ated wery honeſtly and 


. fancerely in it ; and if ſo , That there is alſo good Reaſon to believe , 


that if the ſame Perſon afterwards takes the Oath , he afts bo- 
neftly in that too.: for what Reaſon #« there to ſuſpe&# , that be, 
who would not ſwear againſt. the preſent perſwaſion of his Conſcience 
50. keep his Preferments , ſhould ſwear againſt his Conſcience to get 
them again? I do not know , that I bave ginen any juſt Occaſi- 


' on to the World to mark me out for a Diſhonefſ®f Man , or a 


Fool ; I may -be miſtaken , and ſo may any Body elſe , though never 
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with more ſincerity in any Affair of my whole Life, than I bave 
done in thu Matter ,-from the beginning to the end ; and whether 
F bave ſufficient Reaſon for what I do, I refer to the trial of ths 
Diſcourſe. - | 
The truth ws , though 1 refuſed to take the Oaths, I nguer enga- 
ged in any Fattion againſt it : I never made it my Buſineſs to 
' diſſwade Men from it : When my Opinion was aiked, I declared 
my own Thoughts, but I never ſought out Men to make Proſelytes. 
While I thought it an ill thing, I was ſecretly concerned , that 
ſome of my old intimate Friends had taken the Oaii's; but yet as 
Opportunity ſerved, I comverſed with thoſe of them, »whoſe Zeal 
had . not made their Converſation uncaſie , with the ſame Friendſhip 
and. Freedom , that 1 uſed to do : 1 believed them to be bonnet 
Men, and that they acted boneſtly, according to the perſwaſion of 
their own Minds, and wiſhed that I could Sem done as they did. 
-T complied with the Government, as far x ! thought 1 could with a 
ſafe Conſcience : I always lived quietly and peaceably , and was rea- 
dy ro have given Security to do ſo. T prayed for King William and 
Queen Mary by Name, according to the Apoſtles diredion , to pray 
for all that are in Authority, which they wiſibly were ; though 1 
knew at the ſame time, thu highly offended ſome, who refuſed the 
Oaths, and made me ſtand, in a manner, fmgly by my ſelf. 
I always oppoſed a Separation , and adviſed not a few, who 
thoupht- fit to conſult with me , to keep to the Communion of the 
Church; and not to entertain Prejudices againft their Minifters for 
' Taking the Oath : for I as ſenſible of the Evil and Miſchief of 
Schiſm , which ſome bot Men were then forward to promote, and are 
fo ftill ; witneſs a late Pamphlet in Anſwer to The Reaſoning part 
| of the Unreaſonableneſs of the New Separation, which juſtifies a 
Schiſm now, oy” ſuch Principles, as would have. made all the Jews 
Sciſmaticks, when the High Priefthood became Annual (though our 
Saviour himſelf then communicated with the Jewiſh Church ) and 
makes the whole Greek Church Schiſmaticks, as often as the Gran 
Senior changes their Patriarch. | FE 
For I did not refuſe the Oaths out of any fondneſs for the Govern- 
ment of King James, nor zeal for bis Return; which , the preſent 
Profpett of aff airs gives no Man,who Inyes the Church of England, and 
the Liberties of hu Country ,any reaſon to wiſh : Nor yet out of any Averſion 
to the Government of King William and Queen Mary: but againſt my 


own Inclinations and Intereft , out of pure Principles of Conſcience , 
; is 
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The PREFACE. 
to comply with the Obligations of my former Oaths,and that Duty which 
Subjett; owe fo their Prince 2 pe I then apprehended Sedatbokh 
—_ the new _ M4 þ _ - a 

Thu was a diſpoſition of Mind prepared to receive. ſatufattion , 
when ever it _ oh and to comply chearfully with the preſent 
Government , when ever I could do it with a ſafe Conſcience. - I 
prayed beartily to God, that if I were in a miftake , be would let 
me ſee it ; that I might not Jags the Exerciſe of my Miniſtry ; 
or a meer miffake: and I thank God, I have recerved that ſatufa- 
Gio which I deſired; and if any Man can ſhew me, that the Prin- 
ciples I aft on are falſe , uncertain, or precariow, and ſuch as cannos 
reaſonably ſatufie an honeft and unbiaſſed Mind , I will confeſs, that 
my defire of ſatiefattion has ſecretly and inſenfibly diftorted my Judg- 
ment, though I took all poſſible care that it ſhould nor. 

' 1 find, the general Cry and Expettation #, that 1 ſhould give my 
Reaſons 5 though why I ſhould be more obliged to give my Reaſons for 
Swearing, than I was for not Swearing, 1 cannot tell. 
Some feem very fond of thus , upon a preſumption that I can ſay 
nothing, but what they can eaſily Anſwer 3 and that will ſerve to 
expoſe Mz, and the Cauſe together: I bave for once pratified theſe 
Men, that they may have the opportunity to ſhew their kill. 
Others, who are very well ſatisfied themſehves , have yet a Cu- 
rioſity to know what [atufied me, who have been ſo long die 
ſatufied, But ths was no juft Occaſion to write Reaſons; for 
if Reaſons were never ſo plentiful with me, I can-hbardly think 
it worth the while to write a Book 10 pratifie a meer . Curio 
9. 
AN. lot are others, who are Fill diſſatufied about the Oaths , 
and are deſirow to try, Whether they can find that ſatufattion , 
which 1 hawe done. This , I conſeſs, is a good Reaſon , which 
may in Charity oblige me; and how hazardom an Attempt ſ0- 
aver it be ; my Duty. to God , and to his Church , and to the 
Government, as well as Charity to my Brethren, ſeem to re- 

uire it , when it is deſired , and exatied from me: and I hope 
ſuch Men will conſider t00 , what is. their Duty , «s they will 
anſwer it to God, and to their own Comſeieners + to read what 


I bave written for their ſakes , carefully, and with an honeſt 
Mind ; and to judge impartially ; and whatever the Effe# be, ts 
rake it kindly. ' | | 
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 Du#there 4 another Motive has preveiled with me, 'mare;than. all 
the ref : We live im an Age of great Prophaneneſs and. lifidelizy , 
which ts ready to take all occaſions to reproach Religion, and expoſe 
it, a4 4 Cheat and Impoſiure; and to neglet} no Opportunity to 
blacken the Clergy, as men of no Faith nor Religion themſelves, though 
they. make & great noiſe about it to. ſerve ther en. Intereſts : And 
the general compliance of the Clergy 'in taking thus New Qath, bath 
been improved by men of thus Spirit to very ith purpoſes: And. nat 
only ſo, but ſome wery Devout Chriſtians 'bave been greatly ſcanda- 
lized and offended at it : And others, who ſhould bave underſtood 
better, and checked tha ill Temper, which.is of ſuch dangerows Con- 
fequerice to Religion in general, bawve given too much. commtenance to 
it, and have ſeemed too much pleaſed, to ſee end hear all the Clergy 
that have taken thi Oath, expoſed to Contempt 3 as if, when the 
- Bodj of the Clergy = ridiculed. and: expoſed, the Credit of Re- 
Ferion could- be ſupported only by ſome*few men, who refuſe the 
Oath. Many of them indeed, to my knowledge, are wery great and 
excellent Perſons, whom I do. from: my. heart Honour and Reverence, 
and whom I hope, and beartily pray, God: will. reſtore again to the 
Almiſtry of his Church : Tet I ſhould: be wery ſorry ( and ſo I am 
ſure, would they) that the Church and Religion ſhould be reduced 
fa low, as to be confined to their numbers; and have .no firmer bot- 
rom to reſ® on than their Reputation, which though it be deſerwedly 
great, cannot bear the whole weight af the. Church and: Religion. 
: It ix time to give check to ſuch unchriſtian Cenſures, if. we have 
any regard to our common Chriſtianity : And ſince ſome little Wri- 
ters among them (who are too head-ſtrong to be governed by wiſer 
men) engroſs 'the Church and Religion to themſelues'; and repreſent 
all 2:bo bave taken the Oaths, eſpecially. tbe Clergy, as Apoſtates, 
at leaſt from the Church of England, if not from the. Chriſt ian 
Faith ; it is_ neceſſary to convince. all ſober Chriſtians, that men may 
ſwear Allegiance ro King William and Queen Mary. without Per- 
fury, and without renouncing any Principles of the Church of Eng- 
land ; nay, that the Doctrine of the Church. of England ryquires as 
fo do ſo: Aud I hope, if this appear , their Zeal for the Church 
of England, if no other Conſideration can prevail with them, wil 
oblige them alſo to do it, 

But it ſeems, it will not ſerve my turn to offer ſuch Reaſons, as 
will juſtifie my compliance now , unleſs I can give a good Reaſon, 
why I did not rake the Oaths befure 5 that us, I muſt give ſuch 
es Reaſons 
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The PR E F-A C E. 
Reaſons,. as will equally prove, that no man ought ts have rohetr 
the Oaths before, and that they ought to take them now. _ 

Theſe are wery bard Task-Maſters, and no doubt, have very kind 
Deſions in it, to draw me in to provoke the Government by a need- 
Ifs juſtification of my ſelf, as to what is paſt; which can ſerve ns 
other end, but a little Vain-glory, that I would not be thought ca- 
pable of a miſtake; and left the Now-ſwearers ſhould not .be Match 


enongh for me, 1 muſt Preclaim War, and bid open Defiance 10 all 


that bawe taken this Oath ; and prove, that they ought not to. bave 
ſworn before I did, but were obliged to da it the wery next minute. 
| But what now, if nothing £ 4 this be neceſſary? What if I was 
210t. ſo well ſatisfied about thi®matter before, as I am now? ls any 
man forbidden fo grow wiſer, aud upen a careful and thoroug h-exa- 
mination of things, to alter his mind, when he ſees good rea(on for it ? 
I am not aſhamed ts own, that 1 am ſtill a Learner; and hope, I ſhall 
be ſo, as long as I lives and improve my Knowledge every day by 
Study and Converſation. 2 I | 
So that without producing the Reaſons of my diſſatisfaftion before. 
or- being obliged to anſwer them, having never made them Publick, I 
think it wery fair 10 give a [atiefatfory Reaſon now, for my taking of 
this Oath ; hoping, that what hath ſatisfied me, may have the ſame 


. effet upon ſome others, that will hawe the patience impartially to. conſider 


#. | | 
' 1 had indeed ſome of theſe Thoughts. long. ſince, which 1 dxe upe 
in Writing, and ſhewed' to ſome of my Friends,. and  diſcourſed with: 
others about them, and told them where I ſtuck: but ftick I did, and 
could find no help for it 3 and there 1 bad ſtuck to this day, had 1 
not been relieved by Biſhop Overal's Convocation-Book , hich not 
only confirmed my former Notions, and ſuggeſted ſome new thoug ht s 
to me, which removed thoſe Difficulties, which I could not before Con- 
quer ; but alſo by the Venerable Authority of a Cowocation, gave me 
greater freedom and liberty of thinking, which the apprebenſions of Nu- 
welty and Singularity had cramped before. : 

Thus, Reader, 1 have made Thee my Confeſſor, and declared my 
whole: Heart 10 Thee, as to this Matter 5; and now judge of me, as 
Thou wauldſt be judged by God another day. 


I muſt add one thing more: That I have renounced no Prinople 


that ever 1 taught, excepting one in The Caſe of Reſiſtance, which © 128 6s 


is the only material Paſſage 1 know any reaſon to retrat in that Book, 
Viz. That when St. Paul {ays, All power is of God, be means only 
Legal 
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The PREFACE... 


Legal Powers; but that in an Hereditary Monarchy, where the right 
Heir is living; Uſurped Powers are not of God, nor the Ordinance of 
God; as I prowed by the Example of Joaſh: The Reaſon and the 
Example you will find ſufficiently anſwered in the following Diſcaurſe, 
and the Doftrine it ſelf rejefted by the Convocation ; though it has 
been of late years (o prevailing a miſtake, and impoſed by ſuch great 
Amtborities, that it ts wery pardonable, eſpecially when it is ſo freely 
acknowledged : Though the truth is, I think fill it is wery true, as to. 
tbe Caſe I then had m my Eye, viz. The Uſurpations of the Rump 
Parliament, &C. but the fault is, that it is too generally expreſſed. 

In managing this Argument upon thy Principles I have laid down, 


' it #5. neceſſary to reaſon upon the Suppoſition of unjuſt Uſurpations, and 


#l Revolutions of State ; and it may be I may meet with ſome ſuch 
Readers, ar may charge me for ſo doing with Refleting upon the pre- 
ſent Government, which 1 am wery ſure, 1 am far from intending to 
do. And they who underſtand what belongs to Diſputes of this Na- 


, Sure, know very well that the ſhorteſt way to bring the matter to an 


iſſue, is ro put the Caſe at the worſt that can be ſuppoſed ; becauſe 
$bis gives ſo much the greater force and advantage to the Argumem, 
when it*is ſuited to thoſe, who are moſt ſtrongly prejudiced againſt the 
Legalir the late Revolution : For |ſuppoſmng, but not granting, them 
80-be in the right in this matter, I doubt not to make it appear, that 


| it is for all that their Duty to ſwear Allegiance to the preſent Govern- 
ment, when required ſo to do: And this being clearly proved, it bt- 


comes altogether needleſs to debate the Legality of the late Revolution. 


CONTENTS. 
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ſtion , Whether Allegiance be due to a Prince, who is ſettled 
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SEC-T."k 
The Caſe plainly and briefly faated. 


H A T which has perplexed this Controverſie, is the 
intermixing the Diſpute of Right with the Duty of 

Obedience, or making the Legal Right of Princes to their 

Thrones the only Reaſon and Foundation of rhe Alle- 

giance of Subjefs: That Allegiance is due only to. Right, not to 
Government, though it can be paid only to Government. Many 
of thole who have writ in defence of the New Oath, have ſup- 
poſed this, that a Legal Right is neceſlfary to make Allegiance 
due, and therefore have endeavoured to juſtifie the Legal Right 
of Their preſent Majeſties : 'This as I have ſhewn it to be unne- 
ceſlary ; lo it ſeems to me to be unfit to diſpute the Right of 
Princes ; a thing which no Government can permit to be a Que- 
ſtion among their Subjects ; = how well ' ſuch Diſputes 


may 


may be intended, they are certainly needleſs in this Cauſe, and 
ſerve only to confound it, by carrying men into ſuch dark La- 
byrinths of Law and Hiſtory, &c. as very few know how to 
find their way out-of again : And therefore I ſhall not meddle 
with this Diſpute, as being both above me, and nothing to my 
preſent purpoſe. | | 

And on the other hand, thoſe alſo, who refuſe the New Oath, 
g0 wholly upon this Principle, That Allegiance is due only to a 
Legal Right. And take away that, and you remove all the dit. 
ficulties they labour uader. They think, that a righttul Prince 
only has Right to our Allegiance. That though he be diſpoileſ- 
ſed.of his Throne, if-ever he had Right to it, he has Right ſtill ; 
and therefore our Duty is ſtill owing to him, and to no other ; 
and our Oaths of Allegiance to him till bind us: and that no 
other Prince, who aſcends the Throne without a Legal Right, 
has Right to our Allegiance; and that to ſwear Allegiance to 
him, while we are under the Obligation of a former Oath to 
our rightful Prince, is Perjury. 

As far as T know, this is the ſum of all that can be ſaid in 
this Cauſe : Allowing theſe Principles, there is no way to {ariſ- 
fie ſuch men, but by guitifying the Legality of -the Jace Revole-, 
tion. But chough many thmgs are  ayl,; which may make. 
men much more modeſt in the point than ſome are; yet to 
judge truly of this requires ſuch perfect Skill in Law and Hi- 
ſtory, and the Conſtitution of the Erghſh Government, that 

""Y few men are capable of making ſo plain and certain a judg- 
ment of it, as to be a clear and ſafe Rule of Conſcience. 

Bar if the Prmciple be falſe, there is an end of the Diſpute: 
And Subjetts have a plain Rule of Duty without underſtanding 
Laws and Politicks, the Intrigues of Government, the Revolu- 
tions of States, the Diſputes of P1inces 5 which I am ſure is both 
for the ſecurity of Governments and Subjects. 

If then Allegiance be due, not for the ſake of Legal Right, 
but Government. 

If Allegiance be due, not to bare Legal 'Right, but to the 
Authority of God. 

If God, when he ſees fit, and can better ſerve the ends of 
his Providence by it , ſets up Kings without any regard to Legal 
Right, or Humane Laws. | | 
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due to Soveraign Powers, &c. 


If Kings, thus ſet up by God, are inveſted with Gods Autho- 
rity, which muſt bs obeyed, not only for wrath, but alſo for 
conſcience ſake. : 

If theſe Principles be true, it' is plain, that Subjes are 
bound to obey, and to pay and ſwear Allegiance (if it be requi- 
red) to thoſe Princes whom God hath placed and ſettled in the 
Throne, whatever Diſputes there may be about their legal Right, 
when they are inveſted with God's Authority. 8 

And then it is plain, that our old Allegiance and old Oaths- 
are at an end, when God has ſet over us a new King : for when 
God transfers Kingdoms, and requires our Obedience and Alle- 
giance to a new King, he neceſſarily transfers our Allegiance 
00. | | 
This Scheme of Government may ſtartle ſome men at firſt, 
before they have well conſidered it. But every One at firſt 
ſight muſt acknowledge , that it is ſo much for the eaſe and 


| ſafety of Subjets in all Revolutions ( which very frequently 


happen) what the generality of Mankind , from an inward 


| principle of Self-preſervation , have always done, and will al- 


ways do, that they have reaſon to wiſh it to be true, and to be 
glad to ſee it well proved. | 

And this I ſhall endeavour to do from the Authority of 
Scripture and Reaſon ; and that I may not appear to be fin- 
eular-in it , and to advance Paradoxes, I ſhall prove it like- 
wiſe from the Doctrine and Principles of the Church of Eng- 
land. . 


— 


SECT. 


The Dofrine of the Church of England in this Point, as it 
is taught in Biſhop Overal's Convocation Book. 


I Shall bzgin with the Doctrine of the Church of England, not 
that I equal, much leſs prefer it, before the Scripture; but 
becauſe ſome, who refuſe the Oath, lay great ſtreſs on ir , and 
upon this ſcore charge their Brethren with no leſs then Apoſtaſie 
from the Church ; and poſlibly when ſuch a venerable Authority 
ſtands in the Front, it will prepare a kinder Reception for the 
Reaſons, which follow. 
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Page 59. 


The Caſe of the Allegiance 


The Church of England has been very careful to inftruct Her 
Children in their Duty to. Princes ; to obey their Laws, and ſub- 
mit to their Power, and not to refiſt, though very injurioufly op- 
preſſed ; and thoſe, who renounce theſe Principles, renounce the 
Dodtrine of the Church of England : But ſhe has wichal taught, 
That all Soveraign Princes receive their Power and Authoricy 
from God ; and therefore every Prince , who is ſerled in the 
Throne,is to be obeyedand reverenced as God's Miniſter,and not 
to be reſiſted ; which dire&s us what to do in all Revolutions of 
Government, when once they come to a Settlement ; and choſe 
who refuſe to pay and ſwear Allegiance to ſuch Princes, whom 
God has placed in the Throne , whatever their legal right be, 
do as much reje&t the Docrineof the Church of England,as thoſe 
who teach the Reſiſtance of Princes. | 

For the proof of which, I appeal to Biſhop Overa!'s Convoca- 
tion Book, which contains the Adets and Canons of the Convocas. 
tion begun in the firſt Year of King FamesI. 1603. and continu- 
ed by Adjournments and Prorogations to 1610. under Archbiſhop 
Bancroft, a wile and learned man. 

In Chapr. 28. the Convocation having given an Account of the 
various and irregular Revolutions of Government, brought a- 
bout by the Providence of God, © who for the ſins of any Nati- 
© on or Country, altereth their Governments and Governours , 
© transferreth, ſetteth up, and beſtowerh Kingdoms, as it ſeemeth 
* beſt-to his heavenly wiſdom, they add theſe remarkable words 
And when having attained their ungodly deſires ( whether ambitions 
Kings, by bringing any Country into their Subjecion; or difloyal Sub- 


jets, by their rebellions riſing againFt their Natural Soveraigns ) they 


have eftabliſhed any of the ſame degenerate Forms of Government a- 
mong their People ; the Authority either ſo unjuſtly gotten , or wrung 
by force from the true and lawful Poſſeſſor , being always God's Au- 
thority (and therefore receiving no Impeachment by the wickedneſs of 
thoſe that have tt) 4 ever ( when any ſuch Alterations are threugh- 
ly fettled) to be reverenced and obeyed , and the People of all ſorts, 
(as well of theClergy, as of the Laity) are to be ſubjef} unto it, not 
only for wrath, but alſo for conſcience ſake. 

In Can. 28. where this Dodtrine is decreed, they take care to 
condemn all thoſe wicked means whereby ſuch Changes of Go- 
vernments are made, and yet to affert , That whenever ſuch 
Changes are made, the Authority is Gods, and mult be obeyed. 


* If any man therefore ſhall affirm,either that the Subjects, 9 
:. they - 


due to Soveraign Powers, &c. 


* they ſhake off the Yoke of their Obedience co their Soveraigns, , 
* 2nd ſet up a Form of Government among themſelves , atter 
* their own Humours, do not therein very wickedly : or that ic 
© is lawful for any bordering Kings, through Ambicion and Ma- 
& lice, to invade their Neighbours : or that the Providence and - 
© Goodneſs of God,in uſing of Rebellions and Oppreflions againſt 
* any King or Country, doth mitigate or qualifie the Offences of 
© any ſuch Rebels or opprefling Kings : or that when any ſuch 
*© new Forms of Government, begun by Rebellion, and after 
* throughly ſettled,the Authoricy in them is not of Gall : or that 
© any, who live within the Terricories of ſuch new Governments, 
* arenot bound to be {ubje& to God's Authority, which is there 
<< executed, but may rebel againſt theſame: or that the Fews in 
* Egypt or Babylon might lawfully, for any Cauſe, have taken 
* Armsagainſt any of thoſe Kings, or have offered any violence to 
* their Perſons, he doth greatly err. 

Men may diſpute any thing, but I know not how it was pol: 
ſible for the Convocation to expreſs their ſenſe plainer , that all 
uſurped Powers, when throughly ſettled , have God's Au- 
thority , and muſt be obeyed: So that here are the Two 
great Points determined, whereon this whole Controverſie 
urns. 

1.That thoſe Princes,who have no legal right to their Thrones, 
may yet have God's Authority, 

2. That when they are throughly ſettled in their Thrones, 
they are inveſted with God's Authority , and muſt be reveren- 
ced and obeyed by all, who live within their Territories and 
Dominions, as well Prieſts, as People: If theſe Propoſitions be 
true, itis a plain ReſoJution of the Caſe; that if it ſhould at any 
time happen, that the rightful Prince ſhould be driven out of 
his Kingdom, and another Prince placed in his Throne , and 
ſettled in the full Adminiſtration of Government, Subje&s not on- 
ly may, bat muſt for conſcience ſake, and out of reverence to the 
Authority of God, with which ſuch a Prince is inveſted, pay all 
the Daty and Allegiance of Subjedts to him. 

As for the firſt, the Caſe is plain, that the Convocation 
ſpeaks of illegal and ulurp2d Powers, and yet affirmsthat the Au- 
thority exerciſed by them, is God's Authority, and therefore thoſe 
Princes, who have no legal right,may have God's Authority : the 
words of the Canon are very plain and expreſs, and ' if any 
man deſires further ſatisfation , that this was the Judgment of 

| the 


The Caſe of the Allegiance 


the Convocation, that Princes, who have no Legal Right, may 


© have God's Authority, it is very eaſie to give it. 


Page 51. 


They teach, That the Lord (in advancing Kings to theic 

Thrones) z not bound to thiſe Laws, which he preſcribeth others to 
obſerve, and therefore commanded Jehu a Subject to be anointed King 
over [{rael, of purpoſe to puniſh the ſims of Ahab andJezebel : and 
what he did by Prophers in Jrael, by an expreſs Nomination of 
the Perſon, he does by his Providence in other Kingdoms, ſe 
up Kings when he ſees fir, without any regard to the Right of 
Succeflion, or Legal Titles. For as they tell us elſewhere, 7h 
Lord both may, and # able to overthrow any Kings or Emperors, not 
withſtanding any Claim, Right, Title, cr Intereſt, which they can chal 
lenge to therr Countries, Kingdoms, or Empires. 
The Moabires and Aramites never could have a Legal Right to 
the Government of [rael, and yet the Convocation aſſerts, Thar 
when Jrael was in ſubje&tion to them, they knew, that it was not 
lawful for them of themſelves, and by their own . Authority to take 
Arms againſt the Kings, whoſe Subjefts they were, though indeed they 
were Tyrants. And that it bad not been lawful *for Ehud to have 
killed King Eglon, had he not been firft made by God the Tudge,Prince, 
and Ruler of the People. 

Thelike, we ſee, they teach of the Kings of Egypr and Babylon, 


. whonever had a Legal and Natural Right to Govern Tael; and 


Ch. 35s 
page 83. 


Fer. 27. 5. 


4 Dan. 17. 
32. 


2 Dan. 37. 


the like they affirm of the Four Monarchies, which were all violent 
Ulſurpations ; and the Principle they ground this on, plainly ex- 
tends to all Kings and Soveraign Princes : That God, and his 
Son Jeſus Chriſt, who #& the Univerſal Lord and Ruler over all the 
World, does remove and ſet up Kings, as will beſt ſerve the Ends 
of his wiſe Providence. 1 have made (ſaith he) the Earth, the Man, 
and the Beaſts that are upon the ground, and have given it to whom it 
Pleaſeth me. And again, the Prophet Daniel telleth xs, That God 
changeth the Times and the Seaſons, that he hath Power, and beareth 
Rule over the Kingdoms of Men : that be taketh away Kings, and ſet- 
terh up Kings ; and that it was the God of Heaven, who gave unto 
Nebuchadnezar ſo great a Kingdom, Power Strength, and Glory, as 
then he bad, to Rule with Majefty and Honour a wery great Empire : 
in reſpect whereof, although Kings and Princes might have been atisfi- 
ed with the Titles of Lieutenants, or Vicegerents on Earth, to the Son of 
God 5 yet be did communicate and impart ſo much of bis Power, Au- 


thority, an{Dignity unto them , as he was content to ftile them with 


his own Name ; I have ſaid ye are Gods, and the Children of the 
| | 0H 


due to Soveraign Powers, &e. 7 
mot High. And therefore we may obſerva, there js no: Duty 
SubjeRs, as ſuch, owe tothe moſt-Legal and Rightful Kings, bur 
the Convocation aflerts due to all Kings, whom God hath placed . 
in the Throne, by what viſible means ſoever they obtained ic : as 
to obey and ſubmit to them, not to reſiſt them, nor rebel againſt 
them, to pay all Cuſtoms and Taxes, to pray for them, nay, to 
{wear Allegiance to them, if ir be required. | | 

Thus they teach with'reſpe&t to Alexander (and I think any 
Prince who gets the Throne, may pretend as much Right to it, 
as he). If any Man therefore ſhall affirm, either that the Fews, gene- Can. 31. 
rally, both Prieſts and People, were not the Subjes of Alexander, af- 048* 97+ 
ter bis Autbority was ſetled amongſt them, as they had been before the 
Subjects of the Kings of Babylon and Perſia 3 or that they might law- 
fully bawe born Arms again#t him ; or that they were not all bound to 
pray for the long Life and Profperity, both of Alexander, and bs Em- 
fire, as they bad been before to pray for the Life and Proſperty of the 
other ſaid Kings, and their Kingdoms, while they lived under their 
Subjefion : or conſequently, that they might lawfully, upon any occaſi- 
on whatſoever, bave offered Violence and Deſtruttion, either to their 
Perſons, or to their Kingdoms, &Cc. he doth greatly err, | 

hus Car. 33. they teach, That whoever afficms, - That the Page 78. 
Fews were n0t bound, both to have paid their Tribute, and to have 
prayed for Czlar without diſſimulation, ſincerely and truly, notwith- 
ſtanding any pretence of Tyranny, which they had wilfully drawn upon - 
their own heads, or of any cauſe whatſoever ; or that ſuch as curſed. 
Czlar, (their chief-Governour) did not thereby deſerve any corporal 
puniſhment, which u due to be inflifted upon ſuch Traitors 5 or that 
the Rebellion again#t Any King, Abſolute Prince, or Civil Magiſtrate, © 
for any cauſe whatſoever, us not a ſin deteſt able in the ſizht of God, CC. 
he doth greatly err. 

Chapter $4. they condemn th2 Phariſees, who when Herod upon 
occaſion cauſed bu Subjefts to bind themſelves by Oath, Quad non deceſc 
ſurt eſſent a fide & officio, refuſed to take that Oath. And in their , 
24th Canon they teach : That if any Man afizm, That the Phari- Page 92. 
ſees in refuſing to bind tacir Allegiance and Faith to Cxlar, by an Oath, 
did not thereby ſhaw themſelves traiterouſly affeFed towards him (which: 
evidently is not true of all, who may refaſe ſuch Oath, but the 
intention'is only to condemn ſuch a refuſal) ; or hat it was not 
& ſeditions Doctrine To refu'e all Taxations impoſed by the Ro- 
mans,their lawfal Maziſtrates,and rather to rebel than to pay any Tri- 
bute tothem, &&. be doth greatly err. 

In 


Patt 79. 


Page64- 


Pages. 


and rightful Prince can challenge. 


The Caſe of the Allegiance 


In the Caſe of . Faddas ſwearing Allegiance to Darius, they 
condemn"thoſe, who ſay, That Jaddus the High-Prieft did amiſs in 
binding bis Allegiance to King Darius by Oath, or that be had not ſin- 
ned, if he had refuſed (being thereunto required) to bave ſworn. And 
yet in the very next Canon, which I have already quoted, they 


; reach, That both Prieſts and People (and therefore Faddus him- 


ſelf) became as much the Sibjedts of Alexander, as they had been 


: of Darius ; and then according to this DoQrine, if Alexander had 


required an Oath of Allegiance from Faddus, (as it is probable he 


_ did) Faddus had ſinned, if he had refuſed that Oath, though 


accordingto all the Circumſtances of the Story, Darius was then - 


living, to whom Faddus had before ſworn Allegiance. 


But it will be objected againſt this, that the Conwocation takes 
notice of that Anſwer Faddus gave to Alexander, when he ſent to 
him from Tyre, after the Overthrow of Darius, That be ſhould aſ- 
fit bim in bis Wars, and become Tributary to the Macedonians, as 
he bad been to the Perſians : He returned for bis Anſwer, That he might 
not yield to this, becauſe be had taken an Oath for his true Allegiance to 
Darius, which be might not lawfully violate, while Darius lived, be- 
ing by flight eſcaped, when his Army was diſcomfited. But we may 
obſerve, that the Convocation in their Canon upon it, takes no 
notice, that Faddus having ſworn to Darizs, could not ſubmit, 
or ſwear to any other Prince, while Darius lived ; and it is plain, 


- Faddus him(e\t did not mean this by ic, for he immediately ſub- 


mitted to Alexander, as ſoon as he came to Feruſalem, before he 
had given the laſt fatal Overcthrow to Darius,when Darius in his 
flight was murdered by his own Servants. The meaning then 
of Faddus's Anſwer to Alexander, was no more but this : That he 
having ſworn Allegiance to Darius, could not make a voluntary 
dedition of himſelf to Alexander, which was the thing deſired ; 
but when he was in Alexander's Power, (which made it a matter 
of force, not of his own choice) he made no ſcruple to ſubmit to 
Alexander, and become his Subje& and Tributary, as he former- 
ly was the ſworn Subje of Darius. 

This, I chink, ſufficiently proves the firſt thing, that this Con- 
vocation taught, that Princes, who have no Legal Right to their 
Thrones, when they are placed there by God, are inveſted 
wich God's Authority, and mult be reverenced and obeyed by 
all Subjects, in as full a manner, as any other the moſt legal 


2d, 


> 


dug.to: Sywereign Powers,'$c. 

. _ . 2d, The only Enquiry then is, what, the Convocation means 
by the. Government's being throughly {tled,, A. Prince, who is 
throughly ſetled in his Throne, has:God's Authority, and m 
be obeyed; bur when is his Government throughly ſerled? 


Now here it is, that men may impoſe upon themſelves, if they : 


will, and if they think it their Intereſt co do ſo; and may make 
as liccie or as much go to a through ſettlement, as they pleaſe ; 
for the Convocation has not determined the bounds of it: they 


thoughe chis a viſible thing, , that every - Subje& could ſee, when 


the Government is {o ſerled, as to make our Gbedience due and 
neceiiary, and therefore there was no need of defining, what 
it is to be throughly ſerled: When the whole adminiſtration 
of Government, and the whole power of the Nation is in the 
hands of the Prince ; when every thing is done in his Name, 
and by his Authority ; when the Eſtates of the Realm, and the 
great Body of the Nation has ſubmicced to him, and thoſe who 
will not ſubmit, can be cruſhed by him, when ever he pleaſes ; 
if this be not a ſerled Government, I deſpair of ever knowing 
what it is; for there is no Government in the World ſo ſetled, 
but that by ſome: unſeen Accident, or by greater Force and 
Power, it may be unſecled ;. and in this ſenſe ic is impoſlible ever 
to know, when a Government is ſetled z for no Goverment is, or 
can be thus fetled againſt all events : but then the Government 
i5 viſibly ſetled, when the Prince has the full and perfet Admi- 
niſtration of all Atfairs relating to his Kingdom. 

But if the general ſubmiflion of che People fettle a Govern- 
-ment, I am ſure, that is eaſily enough known, when a Nation 
has ſubmitted to a Prince; but this will not be allowed us, that 
the ſubmiſſion of the People ſercles the Government, unleſs the 
Prince, who has the Right to Govern, ſubic alſo; bur T would 
gladly hear a good Reaſon for this: The ſubmiſſion of the 
Prince indeed may bethought neceſſary to transfer a Legal 
Right; but the ſubmiſſion of the People, of it (elf, is (uffici- 
ent to ſettle a Government, and when iris ſerled, then ir is the 
Authority of God, whatever the Humane Right be. 

This I take to be the true ſenſe of this Comvrcation concern- 
ing Obzdience to. Sovereign Powers; all Sovereign Powers , 
whoſe Power and Goverment is throagbly ſetled, mult be obeyed, 
whatever their Legal Right” be 3 for rhey. have the. Authority 
of God, to which our Obedience and Subjefian is due, and 
that ſuperſedes all further ty” This 1s a good —_ 
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70 "The Oife of the Htleg minds 
From Authority, yo good Arithotity' 4s car Berurged! ts the. 
Members vf $i Church: of * England ; "for 'if a Crattearioy cin- 

declare. He fi atk of the 'Church of.' England, I. know 
not what Wwe ſhall 1xrn it. 4 0 POR TESTED, 

-Bue T Will "not" rely only apon Authority, 'bit-F think fo. 

great an Authority, if -it do not determine our judgment, onght - 

at leaſt to make us more - careftlly and Impartially. to. examine __ 
the Reaſons of things, and''to deliver 'us from the Tyratiny. 
of Przpoſſefiion. and Piejudice ;. and'to that T proceed, - 


& 4 $ 
Ee es Hy es tt is tt 1 ny a9 
> eee Ro 
4 > > —— 
_—_ — — = 
Pan I 


FiEMRIs 1 V * 
—— 


OO 


eines nor dine 


———————— 


Eo agon——_ 


ITE 
_ Os IN 
” 


——_— 


Err == SO IY OO IV. 


SECSGT OE 


y 7 ig. 
EVE: 23 ONS ALA ar” 2H Lt4 ahrcron ons, 


Mt rr EAT 
np pe EN orewrergatongmm_" ao 


The Ti eftimony of Scripture and Reaſon in-this matter. 
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*T” Hat which we are to prove, is, That all Sovereign Princes,. 
. L- 'who are ſerled in their Thrones, are placed there by God, 
and invefted with his Authority, and” therefore. muſt be obeyed : 
by all Subjeas, as the Miniſters of. God, wichout Gituiring Thto | 
their Legal Righe and Tide to the Throne : The Proofs of | this . 
from. Scripture ' and Reaſon . muſt neceſſarily. be intermixt' and - 
interwoven with each other ;- and to ſet this 'matter in as: clear - 
a.Light as I'can; I ſhall reduce the. whole into 'fome 'plain-Pro-.. 
poſitians.. | os. 


{8 

© bi 

=# 
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Prop. 1*- That all” Civil Power and Authority- is' from God ; - 
for he is the Supreme Lord of the World, and has the ſole Righe. 
to Govern his Creatures, and therefore. no man can have any. 
Authority. but from'God : this' will be readily acknowledyed by. 
all, 'who believe, that rhere is a God, 'and that he made and . 
governs the World. | | | s 
' Prop. 2. That CivilPower and Authority is no otherwiſe from . 
God, then as he gives this Power and Authority to ſbme par- 
ticular Perſon or Perſons, to Govern others : For Authorjey be- 
. - Jongs to a Perſon, and. that Power' and. Authority, which any 
: Perſon exerciſes, is not from God, "which God never gave him: 
Tf he Governs without receiving his Perſonal 'Authority from 


God, he Governs withour Gods Authority.” 


IT rake 


dye to.Sapereign Powers ec- 


4 


T take,notice of thjs*to preve a: common Evaſion, that all 


Power is' Rio Þe-of -Gog, becauſe ' God has inſlitured Civil'Au- 


thotity'; nor” chat evetiy-one,' who Exerciſes this Authority, re- 
nan mc, - HT | 
| But what they miean by the Inſticution of Civil Authority, 
JT cannot tell, unleſs it be, that God intended, that Mankind 
ſhould live ander Government: but this does not prove, that 
all Power and Authority is from God, unlefs thoſe, who exer- 
Cife this Authority, receive ir from God: And it is plain, that 
St. Paul, 13 Rom. 1. by the Higher Powers, and all power, means 
thoſe, who exerciſe this Supreme Power, thar all ſuch Soveraign 
Princes are fer up by God, and receive their Authority from 
him ; they are the Rulers, v. 3. the Miniſters of God, who bear 
the Sword, v. 4- and in St. Perer, the King as Supreme, 1 Pet. 2. 
'F 

y/ "R 3. There are but three ways whereby God gives this 
Power and Authority to any Perfons: Either by Nature, or by 
an expreſs Nomination, or by the diſpoſals of Providence. 

By Nature: Parents have a Natural Superioricy over their 
Children, and ace their Lords and Governours too: This was 
the firſt Government in the World, and is the only Natural Au- 
thority ; for in propriety. of ſpeaking, there is no Natural Prince 
but a Father. But by what bounds this paternal and Parriarchal 
Auwmhority was limiced, we cannot tell ; how the extent of theic 
power was ſtinted, and where new Families, and new Govern- 
ments began; and ir is in vain for us to enquire after ic now. 

By a particular Nomination : God made Kings only in Fewry, 


and entailed the Kingdom of Fudab upon David's Poſterity : and 


after the Diviſion of the Ten Tribes from the Kingdom of Fudab, 
by Fapren Nomination {tt Feroboam and Febu over the Kingdom 
OI [/rach 
But Gad ruled in all the other Kingdoms of the World, as well 
as in Fewry, and all other Kings ruled by God's Authority, as 
well as the Kings of Judah and Irae!, who were advanced by 
his Command: For the moſt bigh ruleth in the Kingdom of men, 
and giveth it to whomſoever he will, and ſetteth up over it the baſe(t 
of men, 4 Dan. 17. It was the God of Heaven, that gave Ne- 
buchadnezzar s Kingdom, Power, and Strength, and Glory, It s 
be, that changeth times and ſeaſons, ghat removeth Kmgs, and ſetteth 
up Kings, 2 Dan. 21. 37. and the Prophecy of the four Monar- 
cbies is a demonſtration of it. | 
C 2 Bute 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance _. 

But now God governs the reſt of the world , removeth ; Kings, . 
and fetterh up Kings, only -by his Providence ; that is, then God 
ſets up a King, when by his Providence he advances him-to the 
Throne, and puts the Soveraign Authority. into. his hands ;then he 
removeth a King, when by his Providence he thruſts him from his. 
Throne, and takes the Government out of his: hands: for Provi- 


dence is God's Government of the world by an inviſible influence. 


and power, whereby he directs, determines, over-rules all Events. 
to the accompliſhment of his own Will and Counſel, in diſtinion. 
from his more viſible Government by his Oracles and Prophets,or the 
_ ſigaifications of his Will,as he in former Ages governed I 
760 | | 
Nor does it make any difference in this Caſe to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween what God permits, and what he does ; for this diſtin@tion 
does not relate tothe Events of things, but to the wickedneſs of 
men ; which is the only reaſon for this diſtinction ; for the Scrip- 
ture never ſpeaks af God's bare permiſſion of any Events, but makes 
him the Author of all the good or evil which happens either to. 
private perſons, or publick Societies. 'The Events of all things are 
in his hands, and are ordered and diſpoſed by his Will and Coun- 
fel; as they muſt be it God governs the world: but God cannot be 


the Author of any wickedneſs,cannot inſpire men with any wick- 


_ 


/ ed _ or deſigns, nor incline their wills to the commillion of 
a 


ic, ard-therefore this we ſay God only permits ; but when it comes . 
to ation, he over-rules their wicked deſigns to accompliſh his. 
own Counſels and Decrees; and either diſappoints what they in- 

tended, or gives ſucceſs to them, when he can ſerve the ends of- 
his Providence by their wickedneſs : and herein conſiſts the un- 

ſearchable wiſdom of Providence, that God brings about his own. 
Counſels by the free Miniſtries of men: He permits men 'to do. 
wickedly,but all Events, which are for the good or evilof private - 
men, or publick Societies, are ordered by him, as the Prophet de-. 
Clares, Ames 3-6. Shall there be evil.in a City, and the Lord hath not - 

it. 

' And yet if there were any ſuch diſtinQion as this, that ſome E- . 
vents God. only permits, and ſome he orders-and appoints, we . 
ought in reaſon to aſcribe the advancement of Kings to God'sde-. 
cree and counſel, becauſe ir is the.principal a& of. Providence., 
which has ſo great an influ@ce upon the government of the 
world ; - and if he decree- and order any Events, cettainly he pe- 
culiarly orders ſuch Events as will do. moſt good or moſt hurt - 

; | tas. 


—— 


due to Soveraign Powers,” &c. 
the world. He muſt with his own hand immediately dire& the 


| motions of the great whee!s of Providence ; and not permit them 


to move as they pleaſe themſelves. Eſpecially when we remem- 


| ber, that Kings are God's Miniſters and Lieutenants, and are in- 


veſted with his Authority : Now ta,give Authority to any perſon, 
does not fignifie to permit him to take it; and we cannot but think 
that God will exerciſe a particular care and providence in ap- 
pointing his great Migiſters. No man can have God's A i- 
ty, but he to whom it is given ; and if the advancement to the 
Throne inveſts ſuch a Prince with God's Avthority , then God 
gives him, the Throne, and does not meerly permit him to 


take ir ; for no man can take God's Authority, but it muſt be 


Iven.. | 
, Nay, fince God makes Kings now, not by an expreſs nomi- 
nation of any perſons, but only by the Events of Providence,we 
muſt not allow, that God. at any time permits men to make them- 
felves Kings, whom: he dues not make Kings : for then we can 
never diſtinguiſh between Kings by the permiftion and by the ap- 
pointment of God, between God's Kings,and Kings of their own 


making ;. unleſs all Kings are fet up by God, and inveſted with 


his Authority, we can never know. what King's have God's Au- 
thority , who thoſe are, whom we muſt obey out of Conſci- 


ence, and whom we muſt not obey : there is no diretion how - 


to diſtinguiſh them, and the Events of Providence in placingthem 
in tl.e Throne, are the ſame in both. 

Now the my Confequence of this is,that by what means 
ſoever any Prince aſcendsthe Throne, he is placed thereby God, 
and receives his Authority from him. There are very different ways 
indeed, whereby this is done; ſometimes by the Ele&ion of the peo- 
ple ; ſometimes by Conqueſt (which has been che viſible Original 
of moſt Governments) and when any Family is thus advanced to 
the Throne, it is continued by Succeffion and legal Entcails ; but all 
theſe ways, or any other,that can be thought of, are governed and 


determined by the Divine Providence, and the Prince thus ad-- 
vanced isastruly placed in the Throne. by -God, as if he had been 


expreſly nominated,and anointed by a Propher at God's command, 
as Saul and David were. Sometimes God leaves: a-- free: People 
to chooſe their own King, and then he dired&s their choice to 
ſuch a perſon as he will make King.' Sometimes he ſuffers an. a- 
ſpiring Prince to-invade and conquer a Country, but he'never fuf- 


fers him to aſcend the Throne, but when he-ſees fir to make him 
King.. 
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| King Sometimes:he notonly places a-ſingle Perfon in the,Throne, 
| butencails. it on his. Family - by : Human Laws, -apd-makes the 


Throne a legal Inheritance; but.when he: ſees cauſe for it, he in- 
tercupts the Succeflion,or finally transfers the Kingdom to another 


- Family. | 


' Prop. 4. All Kingsare equally rightful with refpe& to God; for 


thoſe areall rightful Kings, whoareplaced in the'Throne,by God, 


ani; impoliible there ſhauld be a-wrong-King, unleſs a man 
make himſelf King, whether Ged will or no. The whole 
Authority of Government is Gods,and whoever has God's Autha- 
. rity is a true and rightful Kingzfor he has the true and rightful Au- 
 thority of a King; and it all Kings, who are ſecrled and eftablifh- 


.ed in their Thrones , are ſet up by-God, and have his Authority, 


. with reſpe& to the Authority which-they have from God, they 
.are rightful Kings. ; | 
Props. The diſtintion then between a King dejureanda King 
de fatto, relates only to Human Laws, which bind Subjes;but are 
.nor-the-neceflary :Rules and Mealures of che Divine Providence, 


. -In Hereditary Kingdoms, He-is a righttal King, who hes by Luc- 
1 


ceflion a legal Right to the Crown; and He who has poſſeflion of 
-the Crown, withouta legal Right, isa King de fa#o; that is, is 
4 King, but-not by Law: Now Subjects are fo tied up by the 
Conſtitutions of the-Kingdom,that they muſt not pull down or ſet 
up Kings contrary to the Lawsof theLand ;but God is not bound 
:by Human Laws, but can make whom he pleaſes King, withour 
regard to legal Rights, and when he does fothey are true,though 
not legal Kings,if thoſe are true Kings who-have God's Authority. 
Prop.6. We can have but one-Kingat atime : two rival and op- 
poſite Princes cannot at the ſame time poſſeſs the ſame Throne , 
nor can Subjeas bc bound to two oppoliteand contrary Allegian- 
ces; for no man can ſerve two Maſters; and yet Allegiance is due 
ro a King by the Laws of God, and to every King whoſe Subje&s 
we are, that if we could have two Kings, we muſt have two Al- 
legiances. : 

Prop. 7. He is our King who is ſettled in the Throne in the 
actual iniſtration of Soveraign Power : for King is the Name 
of Power and Authority, not of meer Right. He, who has a le- 
gal Right to the Crown, but hasit not, ought. by the Lawsof the 
Land tobe King, but is not : but he,who-is actually ſettled in the 
Adminiftration'of the Regal Power, is King , and has God's Au- 

charicy, though he have not a legal Right. . 
ut 


dane to Soveraion Powers, &c.. 


-But the ObjeRion againſt this is, Thatit is: Hobbifrn, that Do- 
' minion: is naturally annexed 'to Power ; but thoſe who ſay this, 
' do not underſtand Mr. Hobbs, or me: for He makes Power, and 


-nothing elſe, to give Right to Dominion ; --and cherefore aſſerts, 


hat God himſelf is the -Natural Lord and. Governour of the 


World, not becauſe he made it ; but becauſe he is Qmnipotent ; 
bac T :fay, That Government is founded in Right, and that God . 
15 the Natural Lord of the World, becauſe he made it; and that. 
no Creature has any Right-to Govern the World, or any part of it, . 


 butas he receives Authoricy from-God : and thereforelince Power 
will Govern,God ſo orders it by his Providence,as never to intruſt 
_ Soveraigh Power in any. Mans hands, to whom he does not give 


the Soveraign-: Authority.: . that Power does -not give Right - 


and. Authority.-tro Govern, but is a certain ſign to us, that 
where. God has-placed and ſettled. the Power, he. has given the 
- Authoricy. 

Prop. 8. Allegiance..is due only to the King : for Allegiance f1- 
gnifies all. that Duty, which Subjeas owe to their: King,and there- 
fore can be due to none but the King, . 


If then; he: who has the Legal Right may not be our King, and : 


| he who.has.not, may ;-when any ſuch Caſe happens, we muſt 


pay our-Altegiance to him who is King, though without a Legal : 
Right ; not co him who is not our-King, though it is his Right co . 


beſo: And the reafon is very plain, becauſe Allegiance isdue on- 


ty to-God's Authoricy, not to a bare Legal Title without God's . 
Authority 5; and therefore muſt+be paid to him-who is inveſted : 
- with God's Authority, who is his Minifter and Lieutenant that js, , 


to the Actual King,. who is ſetled in the. Throne, and has the Ad- 
miniſtration of Government. in- his hands. x 

. Obje#;; But if this be-{o, -what-does a Legal Right ſignifie, if it 
do not command the Allegiance of Subjects? 

Anſw. Fanſwer : It-barrs all other Humane Claims : No.other- 


| Prince. can challenge the Throne of Right : and Subjects -are + 
bound to maintain the Riphes of ſuch a Prince, as far as they'can; - 
that.is, againſt all Mankind ; - but not- againſt God's diſpoſal -of 
Crowns :. and therefore when. God-transfers the Kingdom, he - 
transfers our; Allegiance,- which is due, and annexed to his Au- . 


thority, whether this Authority be conveyed by a Legal Succel- 
ſion, or by any-other means. | 7 
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ObjeZ. But if we have (worn Allegiance to ſuch a Prince, and 
his Heirs, and lawful Succeſſors, how can we pay Allegiance to 
any other Prince, while He, or any of his Heirs, "and Legal 


-Succeffors are living, and claim our Allegiance, v rithour violating 


our Oaths? | 

Anſw. 1 anſwer : An Oath of Allegiance'made to any King, 
can oblige.no longer than he continues to be King; for if itdid, 
it would oblige us againſt our Duty, 'and ſo become an unlawful 
Oach.: for our Allegiance is due co-him who is King, in the a- 
tual and ſetled poſieflion of the Throne, and therefore muft 
by.che Law of God be paid there; and then it cannot be paid to 


: the diſpoſſeſled Prince, unleſs we can have two Allegiances: Our 
Oath then to the diſpoſſeiſed Prince ceaſes, Ceſ/ante materia ; for 


chough the Man is in being ſtill, the King is gone. 

But we ſwear to maintain and defend his-Right, and the Right 
of his Heirs : but yet we do not {wear to keep them in the 
Throne,which may beimpoflible for us to do againſt a proſperous 
Rebellion ; nor do we (wear in Caſe they are thrown qur of the 
Throne, never to ſubmit or pay Allegiance to any other Prince; 
which would be an unlawful Oath, as contrary to that Duty we 
owe..to the Divine Providence in making Kings, and removing 
Kings. The Oath of Allegiance contains .the Duty of Subjeas 
to their King, and can extend no farther, and therefore can ob- 
lige no longer than he is our King, and we his Subjects. 

Theſe ſeem to me, to be very plain Propoſitions, and to carry 
their own Evidence with them 3; and if this be true, it is a very 
plain Direction co, Subjects in all the Revolutions of Govern- 
The moſt that can be expeRed from them, according to the 
ſtricteſt Principles of Loyalky and Obedience, is'to have no hand 
in ſuch Revolutions, or to oppoſe them as far as they can, and 
not to be: haſty and forward in their Compliances 5 but when 
ſuch a Revolution is made, and they cannot help it ;- they muſt 
reverence and obey their New Prince, as inveited wich God's 
Authoricy. oa 

Nor is it very hard to know, when our Obedience becomes 
due toa New Prince; for it does not confilt in a Mathernatical 
point, nor require Mathematical certainty : Our Obedience isdue 
to God's Authority, and when we can reaſonably conclude, that 
God has made him King; that is, when the Providence of God 


- has ſetled him inthe Throne,we muſt pay our Obedience to him. 


There 
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due to Sowertign Powers, 8c. 
There are different tegtees of Settlement, and mull neceftart- 
ly be ih ſuch new Governments, which ſeem to me to require 
ifferent degrees of Submiſſion, or at leaſt to juſtifie them, till 


it increaſes to ſuch a full and plenary and ſettled poſſeflion, as 
requires our Allegiance , as being notoriouſly evident and 


ie. 

If the generality of the Nation ſubmit to ſuch a Prince , and 
place him on the Throne, and put the whole power of the King- 
dom into his hands, though it may be, we cannot yet think the 
Providence of God has ſettled him in the Throne, while the dif- 
poſletied Prince has alſo ſuch a formidable power , as makes the 
Event yery doubtful, yer if we think fit to continue in the King- 
dom, under the government and power of the new Prince, there 
arC ſeveral Duties, which in reaſon we ought to pay him. | 

As to live quietly and peaceably under his government, and to 
promiſe, or ſwear, or give any other ſecurity that we will do fo, 
t* it be demanded : Ir is reaſonable we ſhould do fo, if we think 
it reaſonable to live under the proteRion of the government z this 
all men do in an Enemies quarters, and no man blames them for 
it, | 

We muſt pay Taxes to them ; for theſe are due to the Admi- 
niſtration of government, as St. Paul obſerves 3 For this cauſe pay 
ye Tribute alſo, for they are the MiniFers of God, attending continually 
on tha wery thing, 13 Rom.6. And if we owe our ſecure poſlel- 
ſion of our Eſtates to the proteQion of government, let the go- 
vernment be what it will, we ought to pay for it. | 

We muſt give the Title of King -to ſuch aPrince,when we live 
in the Country where he is owned for King ; for. beſides that it 
is a piece of good manners (which is the leaſt ching we can owe 
to him, under whole government we live) he is indeed King, 


while he adminiſters the Regal power, though we may not think 
him ſo well ſettled in his — , as to all intents and pur- - 


poſes to own him for our King, | 
Nay, we muſt pray for him under the Name and Title of King, 
for we are bound to pray for all who are in Authority ; and that a 
Prince is, who has the whole government in his hatids, and has 
power to'do a great deal of hurt, or a great deal of good ; and 
this is ſo far from being a fault, that it is a duty, while we take 
care to do it in ſuch terms, asnot to pray againſt the diſpoſſeſſed 


D _ Thus 


Su £03 a : 5 ys Oh EG” 7 nec, = & , wo 4 
, a We, EIN ws : , + AWC av, , ” : SIR - Keiody - _ VIE 
FIR WE . bY . . m_ - A 7 ' - ne —_— — — — 
Re EE I < E & ” © © 


ſenſible to' all that do not wink hard, and will not lee 


1B Me TO TRE rod nee 199% 

: - _ _- — DC ——_— 

Ge EE SEN FEEA SE uy Th In 
NT 


a rs St Se A es. bs 
——_ _ S— - 


—_— 


GE doo IE CG a 


<P Ing” " _—_ 
<A> GD KH v _—_ 


os OO ——— Snook 
———=_ _ 
a 


0 To 


a 


The Caſe of the Allegiance. 


. Thus far I think the doubtful poſlefiion of theThrone obliges us, 
andit were very happy if no more were requiredin the beginnings 
of ſuch a new government; but when beſidesthe poſſeflion of the 
Throne, the power of the diſpoſſeſſed Prince is broken , and na 
viſible proſpect of his recovering his Throne again z nay, if it be 
viſible that he can never recover his Throne again ; but by ma+ 
king a new Conqueſt of the Nation by Foreigners, . who will be 
our Maſters, if they conquer, and no very gentle ones neither ; 
we may then look upon the new Prince as advanced and ſettled 
by God in tis Throne, and therefore ſuch a King , as we owe an. 
entire Obedience and Allegiance to. 

For we muſt not take the conſideration of Right into the ſet-, 
tlement. of Government ; for a Prince may be ſettled in his I'hrone 
without legal Right, and when he is ſo, God has made him our. 
King, and requires our Obedience. 

Theſe principles are ſo very uſeful, eſpecially in all. Revoluti- 
ons of government, that SubjeRs have great reaſon to wiſh them, 
cru, and to examine over again thoſe ſtrict principles of Loyal- 
ty, which if purſued to their juſt conſequences, mult unavoidably. 
in ſome Juncures, ſacrifice-whole Kingdoms, at leaſt all Subjes 
who pretend to this degree and kind of Loyalty and Conſcience, 
to the il] Fortune of -their Prince. 


SE CT. IV. 


Some Reaſons and Arguments urged, and Objettions anſwered, 
for the further Confirmation of this Dottrine, | 


TH we may examine this more impattially-and more ſecure-. 
ly rely uponthe Di&ates of Reaſon in thismacter, I obſerve, 

I. That the Scripture has given usno Directions in this Caſe, 
but toſubmit,and pay all the Obedience of Subjedts ta the preſenc 
powers. It:makesno diſtinon,, that ever I'eould find, berween.. 
rightful Kings and Ulurpers, between. Kings whom we muſt,and. 
whom we muſt not obey ;. but the general Rule is, Let every Soul_ 


be ſubje&# to the higher Powers, for all power # of God, the Powers 


that be are ordained of God : whaſoever thertfore reſiſteth the Power, 


reſiteth the Ordinance of God , and they that reſiff ſhall wag to 
| them- 


due to Sowveraign Powers, &c. 


themſelves damnation, 13 Rom. 1,2, To fay the Apoſtle here 
ſpeaks of lawful powers, is gratis dictum , for there 15 no Evi- 
dence of it : The Criticilin between za and Jews will not 
do ; for they both ſignifie che ſame thing in Scripture , either 
force and power , of» authority : # #90 Ycuoacdionuas voy ms: 
I -will not be brought under the power of any thing , mult ſignifie 


force, I Cor. 6.12. and Nraws muſt fſignifie authority and dig- 


\ 


nity, 1 Epb. 21. vaiggve mas dpyis xh guns oh Joncurms nf noethe 
al@- , which are ſeveral names and degrees of dignity and 
authority, as well as power. Kverdsy and Yermdlav Nignifie the 
ſame thing, the exerciſe of civil authority and power, 22 Lake 
25. and therefore ai YZuwu are the o Y&imndLons , thoſe who 
exerciſe authority and dominion ; the « dpyevſzs, the Rulers, v.3. 
the AMinifters of God, which bear the Sword, wv. 4. In St. Peter , 
the Banxd's and *Hyxwores , the King , and his Governours and 
Magiſtrates, 1 Peter 2.13, 14. Now. there may be Kings and 
Emperours and Rulers , who exerciſe civil government without 
a legal Title to it, in the ſenſe of che ObjeQors, yet S:. Paul 
has made no Exception againſt them ; but if they be the Pow- 
ers, if they exerciſe the Supream Authority, they are of God, 
and are the Ordinance of God: for ma Eoin is mis Scumd- 
Zoy ; which evidently relates to the Exerciſe of Civil Authority, 
not to a legal Right. And why ſhould we think the Apoſe 
here intends a diſtinction unknown to Scripture : had there been 
any ſuch Rule before given, to ſubmit to lawful powers, but not 
to ſubmit to Uſurpers, there had been ſome pretence for un- 
derſtanding Sg. Paul's all power of all legal power ; but there be- 
ing nothing like this any where elſe in Scripture , it he had in- 
tended any ſuch diſtintion, he ought to have ſaid ic in ex- 
reſs words,orelſe no body could reaſonably have underſtood him 
ro intend this precept of ſubjection to the higher powers , only 
of powers that had a legal Right. For then, in order to the ful- 
filling of this precept, it would be neceflary for Subjeats to exa- 
mine the Titles of Princes,and to: that end to be well skill'd in the 
Hiſtory and Laws of a Nation, and to be able to judge between 
a pretended and real Right,and to know exaRly what gives a real 
Right, that they may know to whom they ought to pay ſubjei- 
on, and may not miſplace their duty in ſo important a matter. 
And let any man judge in what perplexities this ſenſe of the Apo- 
{tles precept would involve the Conſciences of men ? for theſe are 
great diſputes among learned men, and —- then ſhould unlearn- 
2 ed 
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| The Caſe of the Allegiance 
ed men underſtand them ? And I cannot think that the refoluti- 
on of Conſcience, in fuch matters as all Mankind are concern” 


e&d in, ſhould depend upon ſuch Nicerties-as learned men thenr- 
es Carmot agree in, Eſpecially if we conſider the Caſe of the. 
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Roman Empire, in which, tor ſo many Ages together, the Titles - 


of their Emperours were either all of them ſtark nought, or che. 
very beſt of them very doubcfal. And yet this Epiſtle to the Ro-* 
mans was written to the Subjects of that Empire to direc them in . 
the point of ſubje&ion and obzdience. This I take to be little - 
leſs than a demonſtration, that this precept of St. Paul cannot be. 
underſtood only of ſu>je&ion to powers that had a legal Right. 
Beſides this, the reaſon the Apoſtle gives for ſubmiflion to- the 
higher powers is not a legal Right, but the Authority' of: God ; | 
that all power (or every one, who exerciſeth the ſupreme power) : 
a of God, and the Ordinance of God, which ſeems. plainly intended 
co wave the diſpute about the legality of the powers, which was - 
the Objettion of the Phariſees, againſt ſubmiflion to the Roman - 
power; and an Objetion- which no body made but themſelves: .. 
they thought they were nor bound by God to fubmit to the Re- - 
man powers ; nay, that they were bound by the Law of God not . - 
to ſubmit to them, as being unjuſt Uſurpations upoh the privi- 
ledges and liberties of God's people , and therefore the Apoſtle 
cells chem, that all power # of God ; the powers that be are ordained of 
God, wherein certainly he never intended to juſtific all the Roman 
Uſurpations., or to vindicate the . legality of their power , 
which will as reaſonably juſtifi2 all the Revolutions that: ever 
were in the world ;. but to aſſert the proviclence of God, and 
his ſapceam_ authority, in- transferring Kingdoms and Empires , . 
in removing Kings, and ſetting up Kings. And when the Apo- 
ftle ſays, All power 1s of God, there is no reaſon to confine this. 
ro all legal powers, unleſs it were © evidently the. Doctrine of 
Scripture, that uſwrped powers are not of God., which is ſo far from 
being true, that che contrary is evident ; that the moFF high ruleth 


" m the kingdom of men, and giveth it to whomſoever he will , 4 Dan. 


17. which is ſpoke with reference to the four. Moparchies , which 
were all as manifeſt Uſurparions. as' ever were in the world, 
and yet ſet up by. the decree and counſel of. God, arid fore- 
cold by a prophetick Spirit : and whoever will confine the pow- 
er and authority of God, #: changing Times and Seaſons, in remn- - 
ving Kings and ſetting up Kings, to Human Laws, ought riot to be 
diſputed wich. | | a 
| . 
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dus to Soveraign Powers, &c. 
.- 'Fo.this I add, that this diſtinQtion, that only Legal, not Uſur- 
ped Powers, are of God, had made the Apofies direRtion lignifie 
nothing, for the great Queſtion had been ftill undetermined, what 
Powers are of God, and what Powers they muſt ry 6 if ſome 
Powers be of God, and-ſome not. When he ſays, the Powers that 
be, had he confined this to the then preſent Powers, it would have 
direaed them at that timg, but had been no general dire&ion to 
Chriſtians in other AgeF to obey the preſent powers, and then 
we have no direction in Scripture, ' what __ in ſuch diſputed 
Caſes, unleſs by a parity of Reaſon ; and it we muſt obey ſuch 
powers, as the Roman power was, I know very .few powers that 
we may-not obey ; for whatever Legal Right the Roman Empe- 
rors had,. who by fear, or flattery, or other arts, extorted fome 
kind of conſent from the Senate, it is plain, the Romans themſelves 
were great Ufurpers, and had no:other Right to the greateſt parc 
of- their Empire, but Conqueſt and Bp oarnarea 

This V'm ſuce, the only dire&ion of Scripture is 6 ſubmic to - 
thoſe who are in Authority, who are in the actual adminiſtration 
of Government, to reverence and obey them, to pray for them, 
to pay Tribute to them, as God's Miniſters, attending continually up- 
on ths wery thing, and not to reſiſt. them ; but there is not the leaſt 
notice given us of any kind of Daty owing or to be paid to a 
Prince out of Authority, and removed from the adminiſtration of 
Government, whatever his Right may be: We have no Example 
in Scripture, that any people were ever blamed for ſubmitting to - 
the preſent powers, whatever the Uſurpation were, though we 
have Examples of their being condemned for refufing to ſubmit to 
them ; witneſs the Propheſies of - Feremiab, and the Diſcourſes of 
our Saviour with the Scribes and Phariſees about paying Tribute 

to Ceſar. - 
. Our Saviour's Argument relies wholly on the poſteflion of power, 
whoſe Iniage and Superſcription hath'it ? And if this be a good Rea- 
ſon, - it is good in all other caſes ; chat we muſt ſubmit to all Prin- 
ces, who-are poſſeſſed of the Soveraign power, and are in the fu}l 
adminiſtration of Government: The Prophet Feremy's Argument 
is Prophecy, or an expreſs Command from God to ſubmit to- the 
King of Babylon ; and-there was great realon- for an expreſs Com- 
mand from God at that time, becauſe God himſelf had entailed 
the Kingdom upon David's Poſtericy, and therefore without an 
expreſs Command from God, they could not ſubje&t themlelyss 
& any other Prince, while any-of that Family were living, w_—_ 
| Pp 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance 
which is the reaſon that Fehozada the High-Prieſt gives 'for 
depoſing Arhaliab, who had Uſurped the Throne for fix years, 
and . anointing Foaſk the King's Son; bebold the King's Son 
ſk-ll Reign, as the Lord bath ſaid of the Sons of David: But 
where God has made no entail of - the Crewn, but the entail 
is only by Humane Laws, there is no need of Prophecy to 
_— people to ſubmit to any new Prigge, whom God ſets over 
them. Seth, | 
For we muſt obſerve, that this was at the beginning of the fauy 
Monarchies, which God intended ſucceflively ro ere, ro whom 
he gave the Kingdoms of the Wofld, not excepting his own peo- 
ple Irael; and in that Command he gave to them to ſubmit to 
thoſe Powers, ( which was renewed by Chriſt and his Apoſtles) 
has taught all Chriſtians ro'do ſo too, and not'to oppoſe any Hu- 
mane Right or Intereſt againſt the Divine will and pleaſure, when 
it is ſufficiently declared by the events of Providence. And the 
Prophecy of the four Monarchies is not yet at an end ; for under 
the /ourch Monarchy the Kingdom of Chri/t was to be fer up, and 
Antichriſt was to appear, and the increaſe and deſtruction of the 
Kingdom of Antichriſt is to be accomplithed by great Changes and 
Revolutions in Humane Governmenes; and when God has decla- 
red, that he will change Times and Seaſons, remove Kings, and 
ſet up Kings, to accompliſh his own wiſe Counſels, it juſtifies our 
neceflary, and therefore innocent compliances with ſuch Revolu- 
tions, as much as if we were expreſly commanded to do fo, as the 
Fews were by the Propher Feremiab. This a man may ſay with 
out Enthuſiaſm, ur pretending to. underſtand all the Propheſies of 
the Revelations, and to apply them to their particular events, for 
without that we certainly know, that all che great Revolutions 
of the World are intended by God to ſerve thoſe great ends; 
and when God will overturn Kingdoms and Empires, remove 
and ſet up Kings, as he ſees will beſt ſerve the accompliſhment 


. of his own Counſels and Decrees, it is very hard, it Subjets 


muſt not quietly ſubmit to ſuch Revolutions : we muſt not con- 
trary to our {worn Duty and Allegiance promore ſuch Revolu- 
tions, upon a pretence of fulfilling Propheſies, but when they 
are made and ſecled, we ought to ſubmit co them. 

Now when we have no direction in Scripture at all about 
making or unmaking Kings, or reſtoring a diſpofleſſed Prince 
to his Throne again, and all the Commands we have in Scrip- 
ture about Obedience and Subjetion to Government, — 
reſp 
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due to Soveraign Powers, &c. 


reſpe& the. preſent Ruling. Powers , without any diftinQion 
between Rightful or Uſurped powers, ic ſeems plainly to deter- 
mine.this Queſtion on the' ſide of the- preſent powers ; at leaſt 


it leaves us to the guidance and condudt of Reaſon in this mat- 


ter, and therefore let. is: impartially conſider what Reaſon 
fays. | 
2. I obſerve then in the next place, that chis gives the eaſieſt 
and moſt intelligible-account of. the Original of Humane Go- 
vernment ; that all Power is from God, who is the Soveraigt 


4 


Lord of the World. 
This. has been a very perplext and intricate Diſpute both in 


- Religion and Politicks, and. men have zealouſly eſpouſed dit- 


ferent Hypotheſes, as they have had different ends to ſerve. 
The matter of . Fat, how Monarchies firſt began, and what 

was the Original of particular Monarchies, is very obſcure for 

want of Hiſtory, which is the only way to know it: Some 


think, all power was originally derived from the Choice and. 


Conſent. of the People : others aſcribe it to the Right of Con- 


gueſt, which they think Without more ado confers a Right of 
Government ; others think Conqueſt gives no Righe, but the | 


Submiſſion of the conquered people, or the long continuance 
6f ſuch an Ulſurpation. does ; eſpecially when ſuch a Govern- 
ment deſcends from Father co Son, and 1s become an Inheritance, 


either by Preſcription, or Laws 3 which ſome men think then 


fo Sacred, that, they muſt in no caſe ſubmit to any other Go- 
vernment, ,while any- Legal Heir to the Crown. 1s living,. and 
makes his Claim. | by 

Now I think there is no doubt, but feveral Governments have 
been begun all theſe ways, bur ſtill ic is God, who by his Provi- 
dence adyances men. to the Throne, and inveſts them with his 
Authority by all theſe ways 5 for. the Authority is Gods, and ic 
ed his advancing.them to-che Throne which gives them this Au- 
thority. 


It.js evident, there is no Natural Authority, but the Paternal - 


and Patriarchal Authority ; and that Monarchies were erected 
upon the ruins or great diminution of it ; and whether this were: 
by conſent, or (as. is: moſt probable) by violent Ulſarpations, 
of which Nimrad ſeems to have ſet the firſt Example, it was 
equally unjuſt ; for no Authority is ſo Sacred, . as what is Natu- 
ra], which .po man had: Authority. to give away, . or to Ulurp: 
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' The Caſe of the Allegiance 


But by this'means God erefted Monarchies, and gave his An- 


thority to Men, who had no Authority of their own. 
If the Choice and Conſent of the people makes a Prince,then 


' no man is a Subje&, but he who conſents to be fo ; for the Major 


Vote cannot include my _— unleſs I pleaſe ; that is the effe& 
of Law and Compadt or Force, not of Nature. It Subjeds give 


their Prince Authority, they tay take it away again, if chey 


pleaſe ; there can be no irreſiſtible Auchoricy derived from che 
people ; for if the Authority be wholly derived from them, who 
ſhall hinder them from caking it away, when they ſee fit? Up. 
on theſe Principles, there can be no Hereditary Monarchy; one 
Generation can only chooſe for themſelves, their Poftericy ha- ' 
bing as much Right to chooſe as they had : 

r Conqueſt gives a Right, then Force, the moſt unjuft and 
violent Force,is Right; and chen every man by the ſame Rule, who 
is ſtronger than I am, has a Natural Right to govern me. 

Submiſlion is only a forced and afrer-conſent not to make a 
King, but to own him, who has made. himſelf King, and whom 
ay often we would diſown and rejet, were it ſafe to do ſoz 
and what Right can that give more than Force ? | 

The continuance of an Uſurpation can never give a Right, 
unleſs that which is wrong can grow —_ by continuance: An 
Ulſurper by long continuance may out-live thoſe, who formerty 
wore the Crown ;_ but does it give Right to him, who has none, 
that he out-lives thoſe, who had the Right? For though nobody 
elſe has any Right to the Crown, how does this make him a 
Rightful King, who has no Right ? | pe i 

An Hereditary Right is either a continued Ulurpation, which 
can give no Right, or a Right by Law ; that is, by the conſent of 
the people to entail the Crown on ſach a Faniily, which, as I ob- 
ſerved before, if Right be reſolved into the Choice and Conſent 
of the people, cannot be done ; for what Right had my Ance. 
ſtors three or four hundred years ago, to chooſe a King for me? 

So that I cannot ſee where to fix the Foundation of Govern- 
ment, but in the Providence of God, who either by the choice of 
the major or ſtronger part of the people,or by Conqueft,or by Sub- 
miſſion, and the long ſucceflive continvance of power, or by Hu- 
maneLaws,gives a Prince and his Family poſſeflion of the Throne, 
which is a good Title againſt all Humane Claims, and requires the 
Obedience and Submiſlion of SubjeRts as long as God is pleaſed to 
continue him and his Family in the Throne; but it is no Title a- 
gainſt God, if he pleaſe to adyance another Prince. To 
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due to' Sovereign Powers; &c. 25 
To fay that God -ſets up no- Prince, -who aſcends the Throne. . 
without: a Human and Legal Right, is to ay, : that ſome Kings are 
removed, and others ſet up, but not by :God';' which is a dire& 
contradiction to Scripture ; -it is. to ſay, That the Four | Mmarebies 
were not {et 'up. by God, becauſe they all began by Violence and 
Ulſurpation: It'isto ſay, That God, as well as men, is contined by 
-Human Laws, in making Kings: It is to ſay, That the Right of 
Government is not derived fiom God, without the conſent of the 
People3.tor if God can't make a King without the People, or agginſi 
their Conſent declared by their Laws, the Authority muſt be deri- 
ved from the People, not from God ; or at leaſt if it be God's Au- 
thority, yet God can't give it himſelf without the People, nor 
otherwiſe than as they have dire&ed him by their Laws. | | 
This is all very abſurd, and 'what thoſe pzrfons abhor the thoughts 
of, who inſift ſo much upon a Leg il Right, that they will own no 
King, who aſ-ends the Throne, without it, nor believe. that God 
places him there without and againſt a Legal Right : but if they 
would examine themſelves for what Reaſon they believe that a 
King who has no Right to the Throne, is not ſet up by God,-and 
inveſted with his Authority, they will hnd, That it muſt ultimately 
reſolve it {elf into the Authority of the People tomake Kings, which 
it is unjuſt for God himſelf to over-rule and alter; for a Legal En-. 
cail is nothing more than the Authority of the People; and if the 
People have ſuch an uncontroulable Authority in making Kings, I 
doubt they will challenge as mach Authority to unmake them too. 
If the ſole Autho'ity of Government be from God, and God gives: 
this Authority only by placing 3 Prince inthe Throne, then by what- 
ever means he does it, it is the ſame thing. When ſuch a Prince is | 
ſetled in the Throne, he is GoJ's King and Miniſter, and mutt be 
Reverenced and Obeyed by the People who live under his Govern- 
ment ; thus it muſt be, if all Pow-r be of God, : | 
But there are ſeveral - Objections againſt this, which muſt be- 
briefly anſwered.  k: VIA 
r. It is objected, That this m:kes a Prince loſe his Right by Obje#. 
being, notoriouſly injured ; for if a proſperous Uſurper gets into 
the Throne, and ſettles him thre, God has taken away his' 0 
Crow n, ant given it to another; and therefore he oaght not to at- 
tempt the recovery of his Tnrone '( not any other Prince to affift 
him in it-) which is to oppoſe God, and to challenge that whizhthe | 


; 2 


has no longer any Right to. 


E I anſwer, 


26 
Anſwer. 
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The Cafe of the Allegiance '- 

I anſwer, By. no means: The Providence of God: removes 
Kings.and ſets ap Kings,but alters no Legal Rights,nor forbids thoſe 
who are diſpoſſeſſed of them, to-recover - their Right, when they 
can. While ſuch a Prince is in the Throne, it is a declaration of 
God's Will, that he ſhall Reign for ſome time, longer or | ſhorter, 
as God pleaſes; and that is an obligation to Subjects to ſubmit and 
obey ; for Submiſſion is owing only to God's Authority 5 but that- 
one Prince is at preſent placed in the Throne, and the other remo- 
ved out of it, does not prove, that it is God's Will it ſhould always 
beſo, and therefore does not diveſt the diſpoſeft Prince of his Le- 

} Right and Claim, nor forbid him to endeavour to recover his 
Throne , nor forbid thoſe ' who are under no obligation to 
the Prince in poſſeſſion, to aſſiſt the diſpoſſeſſed Prince to recover 
his Legal Right : A Legal and Succeſhve Right is the ordinary way 
whereby the Providence of God advances Princes to any Hereditary 
Throne : And this bars all other human Claims ; but yet God may 
give the Throne to another, if he pleaſes ; and this does not deſtroy | 
the Legal Right of the diſpoſſeſſed Prince, nor hinder him from 
claiming it, when he finds his opportunity. | 

'But it may perhaps be farther ſaid, If thediſpoſſefſed Prince may 
Rill have the Legal-Right and Claim to the Crown, and he who is 

fſefled of the Crown, may have none, is it not very unjuſt in Sub- 
jees to pay Allegiance to him who is poſſeſſed of the Throne with- 
out Right, and to withdraw their Allegiance from him who has 
the Right? Isnot this to juſtifie and ſupport Injultice and Violence, 
and to oppreſs oppreſſed Innocence and Right ? And can the Provi- 
dence.of God make that our Duty, which is ſo manifeſtly unjuſt 
and wicked ? | 

anſwer; Todeny any man, much more a Prince, what is his 
juſt Right, and which I am bound to give him, is certainly very 
unjuſt, and that which the Providence of God can never juſtific 
but then we muſt conſider, What the Prince's Right is; and, What 
is the Duty of Subje&s; and, When Subje&s may be ſaid to deny 
their Prince's Right. - 

The Right of the Prince is to adminiſter the Government of the 
Nation 3 the Duty of Subjects is to ſubmit to his Government, and 
obey his Laws, when he does aQually adminiſter the Government 3 
and thoſe who do not refuſe to obey him when he governs, deny 
him no Right that they owe him 3 for there is no Duty Subjects 
owe to Princes, as SubjeRs, but to obey them and not to obey, 
when they don't and can't Govern, is to deny no Right, / Yes, 
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. Governing Power, wedeny him that Right. 


Jus to Sourreian Pavers; &c; 
Yes, you'l ay, The poſſeſfion of the Crown, and the actual Ad- 
miniſtration of Government, is his Right z andif we ownany other 


I anſwer. Suppoſe he have a Legal Righe to Govern, but can't 


' Obedience is not his Right; and therefore to pay my Obedience to 


thoſe who do Govern, is no denial of his Legal Right; but a due 
Submilſion to the Providence of God, who hath a Right ſuperiour 
to all Human Rights, in the diſpoſal of Crowns and King- 
doms. R 

The Duty of Subjects as ſuch, is to obey their Prince, and ſub- 
mit tohim whilſt he governs, and is in poſſeſſion of the Throne :- 


"But then Kings muli take ſome care alſo topreferve their Crowns by 


good Government; and if they will run the hazard of their Crowns, 
thoſe of their Subjects are certainly not to be blamed by ſuch a 
Prince, who did nothing to take his Crown from him. 

But ſorne it may be will ſay, That ſuch Subjects are bound even in 
ſuch a caſe to maintain and defend their King in his Throne. | 

I am not ſo very ſure of that z but this I am ſure of, That when- 
ever People have a good King, it is both their Duty and Intereſt to 
defend him ; and it they be not miſled by the Cunning and-Arti- 
fice of ill men, they will certainly do ſo. Bur if they have a very 
bad one, that. notoriouſly violates their Rights, and breaks the Con- 
ſtitution upon which himſelf ſtands, and firikes at the deareft things 


_ they have, their Religion eſtabliſhed by Law, and their Properties, 


I doubt the caſe may be altered ; and though every body will not 
ſpeak it out, yet mott may fay in their hearts, Let him go, if he can- 
not defend himſelf. It is enough in conſcience patiently to bear ſo 
bad a Prince, but a little too much to venture their Lives and For- 
tunes to keep him in the Throne to oppreſs them ; this is againſt 
Reaſon and Nature, and I know no Law.of God which requires 
it : A SubjeR, and a Soldier 3 to Obey a Prince, and to Fight for 
hith, are two things 3 and to be a Subje& of any Prince, does not 
either by the Laws of God or Man, neceſſarily make him a Soldier. 

But have wenot {ſworn tothe King, his Heirs and Lawful Succef- 
ſors, to defend and maintain his Perſon, Crown, and Dignity ? And 
are we not bound by this Oath ? 


I anſwer, 1.1 grant it is ſo; but then we muſt diftinguiſh'two 
parts in this Oath :- 1. -The Natural Duty of Subjects, which is Faith 
and true Allegiance, or Obedience and Submiſſion to. the! Govern- 
ment of the King, 2. That Duty or Obligation which is Te" 
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The Cafe of the Allegiance © 
cd by Law, to maintain and defend the King's Right tothe Crown, 
and all the Dignities and Prerogatives of it, which is now nade 
a part, not of our Natural, but Legal Allegiance. 
- The reaſon of the thing tells us, That this is not an Arbitrary, but 
real Diflin&tion; and. then, tho our Natual and Legal Allegiance be 
both-included in the ſame Oath , they are of a diftinFt Conſidera- 
tion. | 230 
. - Natural Allegiance, or Obedience and Subjection to Government, 
is due to the King,confidercd in the actual Adminiſtration of Govern- 
ment, and no otherwiſe, becauſe itcan be paid only to the Regnant 
Prince; and it. is due to all-Kings, who. are f(etted in the Govern- 
ment; for it is due to Government, and for that reaſon, to the 
Prince who governs. | | 
Legal Allegiance, or Maintena:1ce and Defence, is due only-by 
Law, and therefore can oblige no further than Human Laws do; 
which muſt always give way to the Laws of God; and therefore 
Natural Allegiance (in- cafe of. a Competition ) vacates the Obliga- 
tion of Legal Allegiance and Oaths 3: as the. Laws of.God and Nature 


' muſt take place of all humane poſitive Laws and Oaths. If- then; 


L have ſworn to maintain and defend my King, who has a Legal 
Right co the Throne, whatever is meant by this Maintenance and 
Detcnce, if he. happen to be diſpofſeſſed of his Throne, and another 
Prince placed there, whom, in Reverence to the Authority of God,I am 
to obey, and ſubmit to,. without Rebiftancez I amabſolved ficmmy 


Legal Allegiance to maintain and defend my ejected Prince, becaute 
I cannot do it without violating that-Allegiance, which' by-the Laws 


of God I-owe to the Regnant Prince 3 for I cannot defend the diſ- 
poſſeſſed Prince, whom I have ſworn to defend, without oppoſing 
and reſiſting the Regnant Prince, whom by-the- Laws of God I am 
bound to obey. | 

- '2. Fhis Legal Allegiance; or Maintenance and Defence, is Sworn 


'only to @ King in Poſſeflion, and fignifies-no-more, than to main- 


tain and defend: him in the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, as having a 
Legal-Right to it: We can legally take this Oath only to a King, 
who is in Poſſeſſion, for it muſt be adminiftred by his Authority ; 
and the Obligation of Oaths muſt not be-extended beyond the ne- 
cefdary:Signification of Words; now to maintain. and defend: the 
King's Perſom, Crowns and Dignity, and to refiore him to his 
Thxone, when«heis diſpoſſeſſed; are two very differcnt things ; and 
theretere: be, who Swears to maintain and defcad,- is not by virtue 


due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 29: 
of that Oath obliged to reſtore; while a Prince is on the Throne, 
Subjeds arc in a capacity to defend and preſerve him there; and 
therefore may oblige themſelves to it, and there may be Reaſons 
why this ſhould be exacted from them ; but in ordinary Caſes, if : 
they cannot defend the King in Poſſefiian , there is little-likelihood: 
they ſhould be able to reftore him; and therefore no reaſon, that 
Subjedts ſhould bind themſelves by ſuch an Oath, 

To venture our Lives and Fortunes to preſerve the King's Perſon 
ahd Government, while he is in Poſſeftion, is reaſonable enough ; 
becauſe it is a real Service to our King and Country, to prevent un- 
juſt Uſaurpations, which overturn the Government, and often un- 
ſettle or deſtroy the Laws, and with them the Rights and Liberties 
of Subjedts-, as well as the Right' of the King ; but to Swear 
to- do our utmoſt to reftore the King, when he is diſpoſſeſſed, 
is to Swear never to ſubmit to uſurped Powers, but to take 
all Opportunities to overthrow ſuch Governments to reſtore oar 
King, witich is contrary to our Daty , when God removes one - 
King, and ſets up another; which'expoſes our Lives and Fortunes 
to ruin, when we cannot ſerve our King by it; - which provokes : 
ſuch new Powers, if they be not more merciful, to ſecure themſelves 
by rooting out ſuch ſworn Enemies to their Government ; -and then 
the Conſequence of this Oath, is, That it our King be driven out 
of the Land, we will follow him into Baniſthment, or venture be- 
ing hanged at home; that we will difturb all Governments, and” 
raiſe Rebellions, and Civil Wars, it we can, to reſtore our King, 
tho with the atter Ruin and Deftrucion of the Nation. I believe, 
ſhould all this be exprefſed in an Oath, thexe is no Man in his wits 
would take it, for the fake of the beſt Prince that ever (way'd a- 
Scepter 3 and how unreaſonable then is it; to expound 'an Oath to - 
ſuch a Senſe, as no Man would have takew it in, had it been ex= 
preſſed ?: However it appears, that'there is ſuch a vaſt difference be- 
tween maintaining and defending a Regnant Prince, and reſtoring a Dif 
poſſeſſed Prince, that to reſtore is not neceffarily included in maintain- 
ing. | OS 

But we Swear not only to the King; but to his Heirs, and Lawful ' 
Succeflors, who are notin AQual Poſition ; and theretore that muſt 
hgnify to give them Poſſeſſion : Right! if the King dye-poſſeft of 
the Crown, we Swear to maintain-the Succeſſion, and to own the 
true Heir, for our King but if the King be driven out of Poſſeſſion, 
and--his Heirs-with him , and another- Prince poſſeſſed ' of the - 
Thrones. 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance 
Throne, this Oath can no more oblige us to ſet the Baniſhed Heir 
upon the Throne; than to reſtore the Baniſhed King, 

But by ſwearing to the Heirs, and Legal or Lawfwul Succeſſors, we 
Swear not to own, or ſubmit to any Prince, who is not the Legal 
Heir. That I deny z we Swear, it you pleaſe, not to make it our 
AQ, not to ſet up any Prince, who is not the right Heir; and we 
Swear to own the right Heir, if he gets Poſſeſſion ; but we do not 
Swear not to ſubmit to any Prince, who gets into Poſſeſſion, and is 
ſctlcd in the Throne without a Legal Right ;, the words lignify no 
ſuch thing, no more than Maintaining and Defending, ſignifies Re- 
ſtoring. 

ky. obſerve further, That this Maintenance and Defence, which 
we Swear of the King's Perſon and Crown, is only a Legal Mainte- 
nance and Defence z for the Law will not juſtify, much leſs does it 
command any illegal Defence z and therefore a Legal Oath can ob- 
lige us only to a Legal Defence. 

This is true, with reference to the Caſe; for we are not bound 
to defend the King againſt Law, or when he Subverts the Laws, 
and Liberties.,and the Legal Eſtabliſhed Religion.of the Kingdom, by 
legal Methods. A Sovereign Prince muſt not be reſiſted by force, 
nor muſt he be aſfiſted and defended againlt Law ; for tho the King 
be unaccountable, yet his Miniſters and Inſtruments are not; and 
no Man is bound to ſerve or defend the King in that, for which 
by the Law of the Land he may be hanged for a Traytor; and this 
in a limited Monarchy, ſets Bounds to Sovereign Power ; for un- 
leſs Subjedts will betray their own Liberties, and venture to be 
hanged for it, ſuch a Prince cannot hurt them; and the late Revo- 
lution teaches us, ( and all Princes ought to take warning by it”) 
how eaſtly a Prince is ruined, when he has forfeited the AﬀeQtions, 
and the Legal Defence of his Subjects, by the Exerciſe of an Illegal 
and. Arbitrary Power; and if the Oath of Allegiance does not 
oblige Subjects to defend a Prince in the Exerciſe of an Arbitrary 
Power; I think, it much leſs obliges them to reſtore ſuch a Prince, - 
and Arbitrary Power with him. 

Put that which I mean by a Legal Defence,(let the Cauſe be what 
it will) is ſuch a Defence, as the Law requires all Subjects to give 
their King z for a Legal Oath can require no other Defence than the 
Law requires. 

Now the only Legal Defence, whercin all Subjects are concern'd, 


is cither the MiJzia, or the Poſſe Comitatus , which are in the m—_ 
( 


7 O 
»- 
- 


due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 

of the Regnant Prince, and cannot defend a Prince who is out of 
Pofſeſſion; and therefore, if this Oath means only a Legal De- 
fence, it muſt be confined to the King while he is in Poſlcflion, 
and has the Power of the Kingdom-in his hands ; for'l cannot de- 
fend a Diſpoſſeſſed Prince by ſerving in the Militia, or Poſſe Comitatus, 
which is always in the Power of the Regnant Prince. 
- But a Prince may raiſe an Army for his Defence, beſides the 
Militia of the Country; and this he may do, when he is out 
of Poſſeflion, and Loyal Subjets ought chearfully to ſerve him 
in it. | 

Now here is a great Queſtion, which I am not Lawyer enough 
to decide; Whether a Commithon granted by a King out of Poflet- 
fion, be a Legal Commiſſion; but be that how it will, I am ſure, 
there is no Law that requires all Subjects to receive Commitllions 
from the King, tho he be in Poſleffion of the Government, nor to Liſt 
themſelves Soldiers in his Army; and therefore this is no part of 
that Legal Defence which we Swear. All that Legal Defence which 
we Swear to the King, can be paid only to the King in Poſſeſlion ; 
and what we have not Swore, we are not bound to by the Oath 
of Allegiance, which is the only thing we are now inquiring after, 
This the whole Nation, both Prince and People have, ſufficiently 
acknowledged , by making and receiving Addreſſes of Lives and 
Fortunes, which is ſuppoſed to ſignify ſome other defence than the 
Oath of Allegiance obliged them to; and therefore,were not of the 
mind of thofe Men, who think their Sworn Allegtance binds them 
to reſtore the King, when Diſpoſſeſſed of his Throne', at the Ex- 
pence of their Lives and Fortunes. ; | 

4+ It is worth conſidering alſo ; That the Oath of Allegiance is 
a National Oath, and therefore the defence or maintenance we 
ſwear, is National, that is, to join with our Fellow-ſubjedts in de- 
fending the King's Perfon and Crown : for ſingle Subjc&s cannot 
do this by themſelves, and the way to oblig2 them all, is to impoſe 
a National Oath to be taken by all Subjects. 

Now ſuch Oaths as theſe oblige every particular Man to do no,in- 
jury to the King's Perſon or Crown, not to enter into Plots and 
Conſpiracies againſt him and as for a&tual defence, cheartully to 
venture his Life and Fortunes with his Fellow-ſubje&s to preſerve 
the King. But in caſe the great Body of the Nation abſolve them- 
ſclves from theſe Qaths, and depoſe their King, and drive him out 
of his KingJom, and ſet up another Prince in- his room, it is worth 

; | | conli- 
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T he Caſe. of the Allegiance 


conſidering, Whether ſome private men, it-may be but a- little hand- 
ful, are ſtill bound by their Oath, to make ſome weak: and: dange-: 
rous attempts, and to tight for their King againſt-their Countxy ;. 
ecrtainly this was not the intention of the Oath, tor jt is a National, 
not a private Defence, we ſwear ; aid therefore a gCheral revolt of 
a Nation, though it ſhould be wicked and unjuſtihable, yet it ſeems. 
to:excuſe thoſe, who had neither, hand nor heart in it, from:their 
ſworn defence-of the King's Perſon, and Crown, and to make their 
compliance with the National Government jnnocent and neceſſary. 
For an Oath to tight tor the King, does not oblige us to hight againk 
our Country, which is as unnatural, as to fight againſt our King, 
The ſum is this z God, when he ces tit, can remove Kings, or (ct: 
up Kings, without any regard to human Right, as being the Sovye-: 
rcign Lord of the World , who rules in the Kingdoms of Men, and. 
giveth them to whomſoever he will : but Subjects, in ſetting-.up, or 
removing Kings, mutt have regard to Legal Right ; and if they pull 
down a righttul King, and ſct up a King without right, (unleſs the: 
Conſtitution of the Government in ſome Caſes ſhonld : allow. it ) 
greatly ſin in it, eſpecially when they have ſworn the defence of the: 
Legal Right, and Legal Succchon : butthe Duty and Allegiance of. 
Subjects does not immediately reſpe& Right, but the aftual admini- 
ftration of Government, when there isa ſetled Government in a Na- 
tion; for that is God's Authority, which mult be obeyed : no man 
mult {wcar away this, no more than any other part of his Duty,; and. 
no man does ſwear away. this by the Oath of Allegiance, as I have: 
already ſhown. METS 
But it will be farther objected, That if this DoGtrine do not take- 
away the Legal Right, yet it makes it impoſſible for ſuch an injur d 
Prince to recover his Right, when all his Subje&s have ſworn Alle- 
giance to a new Prince, and therefore canno longer afſiſt him. 
" IT anſwer; This may be called a d:fhiculty in Providence, if you 
pleaſe, but it is no dithculty to- the Subje& , if he purſue his Duty, 
in it, unleſs a patſonate affection for the diſpoſſeſied Prince make it 
a difficulcy : but ſuch a misfortune as this , can rarely-happen to a 
beloved Prince; and when Subjects are overpowered by force, and 
can neither defend themſelves, nor their Prince, there is no remedy 
left but .to yield to necetlity, and leave every thing elſe to the Di- 
vine Providence. | | 
The Divine Providence has ways and methods of removing Kings, Þ- 
and fctting up Kings, which we are got aware of, nog concerned 
ro 


due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
to know , becauſe it is no part of our- duty :' No 'man could have 
foreſeen, how Ch, II. ſhould have returned,who had a powerful Army 
- againſt him or F. 1I.: be driven out of his Kingdom,at the Head of 
a powerful Army, without ſhedding of blood. All the Plots and 
Confpiracies of the Loyal Party were vain, and had no other effe&, 
but to bring ſome worthy and gallant Men to an unhappy end ; but 
what they could not do, God did without them ; and all ſuch Ca- 
ſes we mult leave to God. 


But does not this encourage daring and ambitious Spirits to graſp ObjeTion. 


at Crowns, and invade their Neighbours, when they know that Suc- 
cels gives them Sovereign Authority, and obliges Subje&s, not- 
withſtanding all former Oaths, to pay all Duty and Allegiance to 
them ? 


Ambitious and daring Spirits need no other encouragement but Anſwer. 


Power to graſp at Crowns; and if they have this, they value no 
more : promiſe them but Succels, and they will try, whether Sub- 
jecs will obey or not.. I dare fay, ſuch men never took it into con- 
{ideration, whether Subjects would think themſelves bound in Con- 
ſcience to obey them, in caſe they prevailed ; they ſeldom trouble 
themſelves about Conſcience, but trutlt to other Arguments to ſecure 
their Thrones, when they have once gotten them. And if they 
take this Dodtrine all together, as they mult do, if they encourage 
their Ambition, by Realon, and Principles, it will give no encou- 
ragement to Ambitious Spirits without a great doſe of Enthuliaſm : 
For if the Kingdoms of the World be diſpoſed by God, and no Art 
or Power can place any Prince on the Throne, but by God's appoint- 
m-:nt.. unleſs they can flatter themſelves, that God has ordain'd 
them to be Kings, it will check all their ambitious Attempts, which 
God can ſo eafily defeat. 

But if this Doctrine ſhould prove inconvenient to Princes, and 
dangerous to their Thrones ; I am ſure the contrary Doctrine is 
much more dangerous to Subje&s, when any ſuch Revolution hap- 
pens; for it ſacritices them to the rage and fury of Conquering and 
Reigning Princes, when they are obliged by Principles of Conlci- 
ence to oppoſe and diſown their Government , which it is tolly to 
think any Prince will endure ;* and though I have as great a reve- 
rence for Princes as any man, Ido not think the Right and Intereli 
of any Prin-e fo conſiderable, as the Safety and Preſervation of a 
Nation, and the Lives and Fortunes of all his Subjects. 
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A 2 
The Caſe of the Allegiance 

In « word, The Objettors do not-think it a ſufficient Confuta> 
tion of the Dodtine'of Non-refiftance,, and Paſlive Obedience, to 
fay, That this puts it into the King's power ,- to invade the Laws 
and Liberties, the Lives and Fortunes, of his Subjects at pleaſure z 
and yet there is mere danger of this from an Ambitious and Arbi- 
trary Prince, than there is, that the Dodrine of Obedience and Sub- 
miſſion to the Governing Powers, ſhould encourage Ambitious Spi- 
rits to invade their Neighbours Thrones the Divine Providence 
takes care of all ſuch extraordinary Caſes, and there we mutt leave 
them. | 

But have not Pyrates and Robbers as good a Title to my Purſe, 
as an Ulſurper has to the Crown, which he ſeizes by as manifett 
force and violence ? Does not . the Providence of God order and 
diſpoſe all theſe events? And are we not bound then as much to 
ſubmit to Pyrates, as to Uſurpers ? 

The diſpute is not about human and legal Right in either Caſe, 
but about Authority, which is the only reaſon of a conſcientious 
ſubjeion; now no Man pretends, that Thieves and Pyrates have 
God's Authority, to which we mult ſubmit ; but the Scripture ex- 
preſly tells us, That Kingdoms are diſpoſed by God 3 That all 
Power is of God ; and therefore when any Prince, by what 
unjuſt means ſoever , with reſpe& to Men, is placed in the 
Throne, and ſetled there, He is.advanc'd by God, is God's Ordi- 
nance, God's Miniſter, and muſt be obeyed for Conſcience fake : 


And therefore the outrages of Thieves and Pyrates are very imper- 


tinently alledged in this Cauſe. They have force and violence, 
which every Man-muſt ſubmit to, when he cannot help it ; but So- 


veraign Power is God's Authority, though Princes may be advan-- 


ced to it by no honeſter means, than Thieves take a Purſe, or break 
open my Houſe, and take my Money, or Goods. The beginnings of 
the four Monarchies were no better, and yet their Power was God's. 

But did not Fehojada the High>prieſt _— the King's Son, 
and depoſe and kill Athaliah, who had uſurped the Throne for fix 


2 Ctr. 23. years? And did he think then, that an Uſurper's poſſeſſion of the 


3; 2. 


Throne, required the Allegiance and Fidelity and Obedience of the 


Subject * 
Hnſw.. 4 All that ' this Story amounts to, is no- more than this, That 


when the Legal and Rightful Heir is actually poſſeſſed of his Throne, 
Subjects ' may return to their Allegiance, and by the Authority of 


their King: proſecute the Uſurper ; for Foaſp was fult anointed and. 


pro-- 
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due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
proclatined, before: any one ſtirred a finger againſt Avbalieh: Now 
this is a very different Caſe from raifingRebellions againſt a Prince, 
who is in the poſſeſſion of the Throne , to reſtore an cje&ed 
Prince. 

2, But this was a peculiar Caſe; for God himſelf had entailed 
the Kingdom of F#dah on the poſterity of David, and therefore no- 
thing could juſtify their ſubmiſhon to an Uſurper, when the King's 
Son was found, to whom the Kingdom did belong by a Divine 
entail ; and by this, Zehojada juſtifies what he did, Behold, the King's V. 3. 
ſonsſhall reign, as the Lord hath ſaid of the ſons of David. Now when 
God has entailed the Crown by an expreſs declaration of his Will, 
and nomination of the Perſon, or Family, that ſhall Reign ( as it 
was in the Kingdom of 7#4ah _) Subjects are bound to adhere to 
their Prince of God's chuting, when he is known, and to perſe- 
cute all Uſurpers to the urmoſt, and never ſubmit to their Govern- 
ment z but in other Kingdoms, where God makes Kings, and en- 
tails the Crown, not by expreſs nomination, but by his Providence, 
the placing a Prince in the Throne, and ſetling him there in the full 
adminiſtration of the Government, is a reaſon to ſubmit to him. : as. 
to God's Ordinance and Miniſter, | 

But it is further urged, T hat according to theſe Principles, all Obje#. 
Kings are ſet up by God, and yet God expreſly charges Iſrael with 
making Kings without him, Hoſea 8. 4. They have ſet up Kings, but 
not by me 3, they have made Princes, and I knew it not. 

Now 1. This is not true as to all-the Kings of Iſrael, after their Anſw. 
ſeparation from the Tribe of Judah; for ſome of the Kings were | 
ſet up by God's own appointment and nomination, as Feroboam and 
Febu, and their poſterity : So that this can be true only of thoſe 
Kings, who Reigned over 1/7ael. between the Poſterity of Feroboams 
and Fehu, and after the Kingdom was taken from the Line of 


| 
| 
| 
j 
[ 
| 


es ts 


eb. . 

2. One of theſe Kings was Bzaſhah, who ſlew Nadab the Son of r Kings 
Feroboam, and made himſclt King without God's expreſs nomina- 15. 27. 
tion and appointment, and yet God tells him, T exalted thee out of 6: 3: 
the duſt, and made thee Prince over my people Iſrael. And all the other 
Kings, who were not nominated by God, nor anointed by any Pro- 
phet, no more than Baaſha was, were yet {ct up by God, as he 
Was. | 

3. The true Anſwer then is this; T/rae! was originally a Theocracy, 


as well as Judab; and though God yu" thera at their requeſt 
2 to 


TheCaſe of the Allegiance 
to have Kings, yet he reſerved the appointment of them to himſelf; 
and therefore, as in the Kingdom of Fxdab, he entailed the Crown 
on David's Poſterity, ſo he appointed Feroboams to be the firſt King 

in Iſrael, and they ought, when that Line was cut off, to have con- 
ſulted God, an41 reccived his nomination, by his Prophets, of a 
new King 3 but inſtead of that, when Feroboan's Line, and Febu's, 
were cut off, who were the only Kings named by God, and a- 
nointed by his Prophets, they ſubmitted to 'any, who could ſet 
themſelves over them: I his was a great fault in a people who were 
under the immediate Government of God ; for hereby they fell out 
of the ttate of Theocracy, into the common condition of the reſt of. 
the World, where Kings are ſet up by the Providence of God, as 
Baaſha was, but not by his appointment and nomination 3 which 
was the privilege of 1ſrae/, but which it ſeems they deſpiſed and 
neglected, as no privilege or favour; as great a Crime, as for Eſaz 
to co:itemn his Birth-right ; and theretore are very juſtly reproved 
for it by God, and charged with it as a great crime, it being in ef- 
fe, a renouncing their prerogative, of being God's peculiar Peo- 

le. | . 

: 34ly, To juſtify this Dodtrine of Obedience and Allegiance to 
the preſent Powers, there is an Argument, which I know ſome Men 
willnot like, but muſt be a good Argument to thoſe, who molt ſcru- 
ple the new Oath; viz. That it is founded on the ſame Principle with 
the Doctrine of Non-reſiſtance and Paſſive-obedrence, and theretore both 
muſt be true, or both falſe z for it is founded on this Principle, 
That God makes Kings , and inveſts them with his Authority ; 
which equally proves, That all Kings, who have received a Sove- 
raign Authority from God, and are in the actual adminiſtration of 
it (which is the only evidence we have that they have received it 
from God ) mult be obeyed, and muſt not be reſiſted. Set afide 
this Principle, That all Soveraign Princes receive their Authority 
from God, and 'I grant that Non-reliſtance is nonſenſe; for there 
is no other irreſiſtible Authority, but that of God, If God have 
given a Soveraign Authority to them, they are immediately his 
Miniſters, and unaccountable to their Subjects ; but if they receive 
their Authority from Men, and human Laws, I canavt imagine, 
that their Power is any more than a Truſt, of which they mult give 
an account to thoſe who have entruſted them with it, according to 
thoſe Laws, by which they were entruſted to exerciſe that Power ; 
for whether there be auy. expreſs proviſion made in the Law w_ call 
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them toan account or not, the nature of the thing proves, that if 
they receive their Power from Men, they are accountable to them ; 
for thoſe who give Power, may take an account of the uſe and 
abuſe of it. | 

I am ſure St. Paul, who moſt expreſly teaches this Dorine of Rom. 13» - if 
Non-reliſtance, joyns theſe two together, Obedience to the preſent | 
Powers, and Non-reſiftance, and deduces them both from the ſame 
Principle, That all Power is of God: Let every ſoul be ſubjed to the 
higher powers, for all power is of God z the powers that be, are ordained of 
God; be therefore that reſiſteth the power, reſfiſteth the ordizance of God, and 
they that reſiſt, ſhall receive to themſelves damnation. 

And Bp. Overal's Convocation Book, which is lately publiſhed, the 
principal deſign of which is to aſſert the irreſiſtible Authority 
of Sovereign Princes, does as plainly affert this too, That all ſetled 
Governments, whatever their beginnings were, have God's Au- 
thority, and muſt be obeyed 3 of which, more above : For thoſe 
wiſe Men , who fate in that Convocation, plainly ſaw the nece(- 
fary connexion between Non-reliſtance, and Obedience to the pre- 
ſent Powers; both which were equally reſolved into the Authority 
of God, in removing Kings, and ſetting up Kings. So that Obe- 
dience and Allegiance to the preſent Powers, when they are once 
well ſetled among us, is ſo far from being a renouncing of the 
DoEtrine of Non-refiftance and Paſſive-obedience, that thoſe who re- 
fuſe to comply, muſt renounce the only Principle whereon that 
Dotrine is reaſonably founded, and -conſequentially renounce the 
Dodrine it ſelf - : 

4thly, To ſay, That when the Divine Providence has removed * 
one King, and fet up another, we mult not own this new Prince, 
nor pay the Duty of Subjects to him, if he have no Legal Right, 
is to deny God's Authority to remove Kings, or to ſet- up Kings 
againſt Human Law ;- for he cannot make a King , if he cannot 
oblige us to obey him 3; nor can he remove a. King, it he cannot 
diſcharge us from cur Allegiance to him; and thoſe are bold men. 
who will venture to fay,in plain contradiction to Seripture, that God 
cannot remove or {et up Kings. | h 

g5thly. Nay this limits the Providence of God, in governing Kings; 
and protecting Innocent and Injured Subjects: We ſay, the Punith- 
ment of Sovereign Princes, whoare unaccountable to their Subjects, 
is peculiar to God, who is the King of kings; and thus we anſwer- 
the ObjeRions againſt Non-Reſiſtance, That if Princes __ theiv 

| ower, 
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Power, God will punifh them for it,- and deliver their oppreſſed 
Subjects; but it ſeems God has no way to do this, but either to turm 
their hearts,or to take them out of the World; for he cannot remoye 
them from the Throne ; or if he does, the Subjects are never the 
better for it 3 for they muſt not own any other Prince, though he 
would be never ſo kind to them ; but muſt bring new calamities 
upon themſelves by an obſtinate adhering to their old Prince, and 
provoking the new one: This ſeems very hard, that when God has 
actually delivered us, we& muſt refaſe our deliverance; That we will 
not allow God to deliver us, unleſs he do it by Law; as if God 
were as much contined to human Laws, as Men are : It is enough, 
methinks, if we ſuffer patiently, without violating the Laws to de- 
liver our ſclves; but let God who is above all human Laws, deli- 
ver us what way he pleaſes. | ; 

6thly, That which is ſtill more conſiderable, is the neceſſity of 
Government to preſerve human Societies 3 for human Societies muſt 
not diſlolve-into a Mb, or Mr. Hobbs's ſtate of Nature, becauſe the 
Legal Prince has loſt his Throne, and can no longer govern. Biſhop 

Quicquid Sanderſon tells us, That the end of Civil Covernment, and of that 

enim fnis Obedience which is due toK, is the Safety and Tranquility of Hu- 

alicjus man Societics ; and therefore whatever tis neceſlary and uſeful to 


A 2-4 + this end, becomes our Duty ; for the End preſcribes the Means. 
eſt, eatenus fieri oportet, in quantum ei fini conſequendo neceſſarium vel utile videbitar. . Civilis 
autem regiminss, ejuſque que ipft debita eſt obedientid, finis eſt, humans Societatis ſalus & tran- 


$litzs, De Oblig. Conſc. Prel. 5. Set. 19. 


And therefore this Great Man, and the moſt zealous Loyalifts, do 
own it lawful for Subjeas to pay ſome kind of ſubmithon, and com- 
pliance, to Uſurped Powers. Let us then examine what it 1s they al- 
low, and whether it anſwers the great End, which gives Law in 

- all theſe Caſes, The ſafety and tranquility of Human Societies, 
| Tbid. Set. They grant then, that we may obey the Laws of ſuch a Prince, 
16,17,18, who has no Right or Authority to make them, if they contain no- 
_— thing which is ſinful (which is an exception againſt all. Laws, 
whatever Prince makes them) and may defend our Countrey againſt 
a Foreign Enemy, may adminiſter Juſtice to reward the Good, and 
puniſh the Wicked, and preſerve the Trade and Commerce of the 
| Nation : but then we muſt have no regard to the Authority of the 
Prince, nor of his Laws 3 for he has no Authority, and his Laws do 


not oblige the Conſcience 3 but we may thus far comply to preſerve 
our 


th "_ 
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eur ſelves, our Lives, and Fortunes, and Eſtates, and for the good 
of the Community,and-out of gratitude to the Reigning Prince for his 
protecion, and the many. Bleitings they enjoy under kis* Govern- 
ment; though a late Writer thinks this gratitude a little too much, 
and not owing to an Vſzrper; which ſeems lirange; for I will thank 
any man, and make gratctul Returns too of his kindneſs, who has 
rower ( whatever his Authority be ) to do me hurt, and does me 
none, but a great deal of good... I am ſorry Loyalty , which is a 
very great Virtue, ſhould: put men out of conceit with any kind or 
inſtances of Gratitudez which I think is not aleſs Virtue than that. 
But tho I greatly reverence the profound Judgment of Biſhop San- 
derſon, I cannot be of his mind in this point; if the Safety and 
Tranquility of Human Socicties requires any thing of us, it both re- 
quires and jultifies a great deal more. 

For 1. As he ſtates the matter, this deſtroys Civil Government, 
and a governed Society for here is neither King, nor Subjeq, no 
Authority to Command, nor Duty to Obey; and I ſuppoſe no Man, 


who conſiders it well, will call this a Civil Government. or a Ci-- 


vil Society, to which Authority and Obedience is Eſſential : He 
would have a Civil Society preſerved, this is the fundamental Law 
of all ; but he will allow no Authority to fupport it, which is as 
vain a delign, as to reſolve to maintain the Superſiructure, but to 
take away the Foundation. The Prince governs by force without 
Authority z. the Subje&t obeys for fear or gratitude, without a ſenſe 
of Duty, which may laſt as long as the Prince has Power, or the 
| Subjects are in good Humour, and no longer; and is this a ſure 


bottom; for the Safety and Tranquility of Human Societics ? It Hu-- 


man Societies muſt be preſerved, then the neceſſities of Government 


give Authority to the Prince, and lay an Obligation of Duty on. 
the: Subjet; if God will preſerve Human Societies, we muſt 


conclude, that when he removes one King out of the Throne, 


he gives his Authority to him whom he places there ; for: 


without Authority, Human Societies muſt disband ; Power 
may tye them together a while, but can never unite them into 4 


Civil Body, without the Bands and Ligaments of. Duty and Con-- 


ſcience. a 
2.+For I would ask, Whether the care of my own Preſervation, 


and the publick Duty, and Gratitude to the Government for my. 
Protection, do oblige me in Conſcience to obey and ſubmit to the 
Government, and the Prince. who Govyerns., and to wiſh and pray: 


fors 
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for, and do my utmoſt to endeavour their Proſperity ? Tf it does, k 
ſee no difference between this and Allegiance z and what I am bound 
in Counſcience to do, I may ſwear-to do: If it does not, then am 
at Liberty to diſturb the Government , notwithſtanding all my 
gratitude, when I can; nay, am under Obligation by my Al- 
legiance to the Diſpoſſefſed Prince, to do it when I can; and how 
does this contribute to the Safety and Tranquility of Human Socie- 
ties? 

3. Suppoſe then the Government does not think its ſelt ſafe, to 
leave all Men at Liberty to diſturb it when they pleaſe, and when 
they have a promiſing Opportunity to do it , but ſhould require an 
Oath of Fidelity from them, which, we ſee, is the univerſal Pra- 
_ of all Governments z what ſhall Subjes do in this 

ale ? 

According to theſe Principles , no Subje& , when his Rightful 
Prince, to whom he owed, or to whom he had ſworn Allegiance 
(which the Biſhop makes the ſame Caſe) is diſpoſſeſſed, ought to 
ſwear Fidelity and Allegiance to any other Princez and now, then 
let us ſuppoſe, that they all did their Duty, and refuſed this Oath, 
and the Prince had power enough to compel them 3 what mult be 
the effte& of this, but the utter Ruin and: Deſtruction of the Nati- 
on? The Land, indeed, would remain as it was, and where it 
was, for that can't be removed ; but the People of it muſt cither be 
deſtroyed, or impriſoned, or tranſplanted into ſome Forcjgn Coun- 
tries, as was formerly practiced in the Eaſtern Conqueſts , witneſs 
the Ten Tribes, who were carried away Captive, and the Country 
new peopled ; and is not this a Diſſolution of Human Society ?. And 
if the Preſervation of Human Society, be the great ultimate end of 
Government, and will juſtify what it makes neceſſary, nothing 
can be a Duty, which if univerſally obſerved , muſt unavoidably 
in all ſuch Revolutions of Government, deftroy Human Socie- 
ties, 

For to ſay, That it can never be ſuppoſed, that all, or the great- 
eſt part of any Kingdom in ſuch Revolutions will adhere to their 
Duty, and obſtinately refuſe to ſwear Allegiance to a new Prince, 
and that is ſufficient to preſerve the Nation, tho ſome few conſcien- 
tious People ſuffer by it, does not alter the Caſe; for ſtill, accord- 
ing to theſe Principles, Human Societies in ſuch Revolutions can- 
not be preſerved without Sin ; for if all Men did their Duty, they 
mult all be deſtroyed : Now, I believe it will be hard to perſwade 
any 
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any conſidering Men , that that which in fuch Caſes is neceſſary to 
preſerve a'Nation;, is a Sin; and that which. will infallibly defroy 
it, is a Duty and Virtue ;* if we allow the ſafery and preſervation of 
Human Societies, to be the'great Law of all... ; | | 
4. I obſerve further, that as cautioas as the Biſhop is, That we 
ſhould pay Obedience to Uſurped powers, without owning their Au- 
thority ; yet he is forced to allow us to do ſuch things for the pub- 
ik Good, as cannot be done without owning the Authority z as 
\ Defence of our Country againſt a Foreign Enemy, and the Ad- 
niſtration of- publick Juſtice; for this muſt be done by Commil- 
lion from the King, and, Ifuppoſe, to take a Commithon from him, 
owns his Authority , and owns it to be a good Authority ; for it 
they hang any Man cither by Military Diſcipline, or Civil Juſtice, 
and, have not good Authority for it, they are Murderers. The 
truth is, to exerciſe all the Acts of Civil Government, which arc 
neceſſary for the Community, without owning the Authority of 
the Prince, in whoſe Name., and by whoſe Authority all is tranſ- 
aRed, is a Riddle to me; if we muſt not own the Authority of the 
Prince, we muſt do nothing by his Authority, and then Civil Go- 
vernment in ſuch Caſes muſt ceaſe, and Human Societies diſſolve. 
So that the preſervation of Human Societies does of neceſſity force 
us to own the Authority, even of Vſurped Powers; and if the preſer- 
vation of Human Societies be the end of Civil Government, and 
the reaſon of that Obcdience which we owe to Government, as the 
Biſhop aſſerts 3 'then when an obſtinate Allegiance to the Diſpoſſeſſed 
Prince muſt diffolve Civil Government, the reaſon of that Allegi- 
ance ceafes , and therefore that Allegiance muſt be at an end ; and 
when Allegiance to Uſurped Powers, is neceflary to the preſervation: 
of the Society, it muſt become a Dury. 


5. The Biſhop reſolves all this into the preſumed Conſent of the 1:4. Se#. 


eje&ed Prince, 'that his Subjects ſhould rather conſult their own 21. 
fafety by a modeſt compliance with the preſent Powers, than bring 
certain Ruin upon themſelves by an unſeaſonable Oppoſition: Now 
tho I confels, ; lay no ftreſs upon a preſumed Conſent; yet, if we 
will preſume, we ſhould preſume all that is reaſonable, that is, all 
that is neceſſary for the Preſervation of his Subjects, when he can 
overn them, and protect them no longer; and then we may pre» 
| at his Conſent to Oaths of Allegiance and Fidelity, when this is 
neceſſary to their preſervation z and I can very eaſily preſume, that 
Princes think this a leſs fault, =_ ſome Subjects doz they —_ 
| waat 
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what they themſelves expe from Subjeds, where they have Power, 
whatever their” Right'he, 'and therefore. cannot camplain of their 
Subjeas , if- they pay it" g-another Prince » In whole Power they 
are; this is the Practice of 'the whole World, and Princes know 
it; and may as reaſonably be preſumed to allow it, as any other 
At of Obedience and. SubjeQion to Ulſurped Powers. And tho 1 
will not meddle with that Queſtion , Whether a King's leaving his 
Kingdom in-a great Fright, without any one. to:Govern and Pro+ 
te& his Subjeds, be to all intents and purpoſes an Abdication of 
the Government ? Yet one may reaſonably preſume , that a King, 
who forſakes his Kingdom to conſult his own Safety, will give his 
Subjedts leave to conſult theirs if this witl juſtify a King to 
fave himſelf. by leaving his Kingdom; why will it not. juſtify Sub- 
jeas, when their King has left them, to ſubmit and comply with 
the prevailing Powers, as far asis neceſſary to preſerve thenaſelves ? 
That is, even by Oaths of Allegiance, if that be neceſſary: Self- 
preſervation is as much a Law-to Subjcas, as to the Princes and he 
is as much ſworn to Govern and Protect his Subjeas, as they are 
to Obey and Defend him; and if the neceſſities of Self-prefervati- 
on abſolve him from his Oath of governing, and proteing his 
People; I defire to know, why the = necetfity will not abſolve 
$ubjeHts from their Oaths to their Prince ? ProteQion and Allegi- 
ance are not fo reciprocal , as to be the neceſſary Conditions of 
each other z that if a Prince violate his Oath of Governing by Law, 
and inſtead of ProteQing does Opprels his Subjects, Subjects are 
thenfreed from their Oath of Allegiance,. and may take Arms againſt 
their Prince; for tho Protedion and Defence are the Duties of Re-- 
latives, of a Prince and his Subjects; yet they are. not neceflarily 
ſuch Relative Duties, as that neither. of .them can be performed 
enleſs both be. A Prince may govern by Law, and protec his 
Subjects, and yet in. Fact they deny their Allegiance to him ; and 
Subjects may pay their Allegiance to their Prince when he Oppreſ(- 

ſes them; theſe Duties may be. diſtin&tly and ſeparately obſerved.,. 

and therefore do not in their own Nature. cither. infer or deſtroy 

each other. But Government and Allegiance are ſuch Rela- 

tives, as do mmutuo ſe ponere @&, telere; the one cannot. ſubſilt 

without the. other : if the Prince can't Govern , .the Subject can't 

| Obey 3, and therefore, as fax. as. he quits his Goyernment, he 
guits their Allegianee, and lcaves;his Subjedts.as he does his Crown, 

v0 be. poſſeſſed. by another, 'and ruſt recover them both — 

: * 
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Me may have aLcgal Right. to-both; but he cannot actually have 
the Subje&s Allegiance without the Crown 3; nor can Subjects pay . 
him their Allegiance, . without his being reſtored to the Polletion of 
his Throne, no more:than they can obey, when he can't command z 
or ſubmit, when he has no Power to govern; or defend his Perfon 
and Crown, when he has withdrawn his Perſon, and left his Crown. 
This is as certain as any Propoſition in Logick z and to extend Alle- 
giance beyond the Actual Adminiſtration of Government, is to pre- 
ſerve a Relative without its Correlate : for when one of the Rela- 
tives'is lott, the Relation is deſtroyed, and nothing but the Memoty 
of it left. | 3 | 

7thly, Theſe - Principles anſwer all the ends of Government, 
both for the ſecurity of the Prince and Subjects, and that is agood 
Argument to believe them true. | 

A Prince who is in Poſſeſſion, is ſecured in Pofſeflion by them, (as 
far as any Principles can ſecure him ) againſt all Attempts of his 
Subjects, who: muſt reverence God?s Authority in him ; and ſubmit 
to him without Refaſtance, though they are ill uſed. 

They will not indeed ſerve the Revolutions of Government, to 
remove one King, and ſet up another z and if they would, Princes 
might be jealous of them ; for whatever Service they might do them 
at one turn, they might do them as great Diſlervice at another :; 
The Revolutions: of Government are not the Subjects Duty, but 
God's Prerogative ;. and therefore it :is not likely that he has pre- 
ſcribed any certain Rules or Methods for the overturning and 
changing Government, which he keeps in his own hands, and 
which when he {ces tit todo it, henever wants ways and means of 
- doing. . | | 
Bu when any Prince is ſetled in the Throne, by what means. ſos 
ever it be,” theſe Principles/put an end to all diſputes of Right and 
Title, and bind his Subjects to him by Duty and Conſcience, and a 
Reverence of God's Authority z which is the faſteſt hold he cam 
poſſibly have of them ; for thoſe whom Religion will not bind, no» 
thing but Force can. : 

And therefore theſe are the only Principles which in ſach Revoe- 
lutions can make Government eaſie both to Prince and People; and 
f Government muſt be preferved: mn all Revolutions, thoſe are the. 
beſt Principles which are moſt for:the eaſe and ſafety of it. © « 

- But on the other hand, ſuch. an:immoveable and unalterable. Al- 
legiance, as'is: thought dac- only: p-—; Legal Right and Title, and 
IL, '3 N 4 , ; wauſt 


ſenſe of mankind :), or.eHe, That this Principle cannot prevent the 
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muft be:paid to none, but to a Legaland Rightſul Prince, / ſerves no-- 
ends of Government at all ; but overturns all Government, ' when < 
ſach a Prince is diſpoſſeſſed.of his Throne, how long ſoever-he con--. 
tinue diſpoſſeſſed: And what long Inter-regnums-may-this occalion, to 
the diſſolution-of. Human' Societies ?+- Df £193 $126 

If yuu ſay that this is the beſt Principle toprevent-all Revolutions 
of- Government, when it is known, that Subjects are bound in-Con- 
ſcience not to ſubmit to any Illegaland Uſurping Powers; and. this. 
is . very. much for the - peace and ſecurity of Human. Societies 3 I- 
anſwer, | 

I, If this Principle would prevent all Revolutions of Govern- 
ment, it:is rages 6 it, that it is a bad Principle, a 
meemHuman Invention, which cannot come from God. . For tince: 
God has reſerved to himſelf his Sovereign Prerogative of removing 
Kings, and ſetting up Kings y fince this is ſometimes neceſſary for 
the preſervation of the Church, and the deliverance of the- Good: 
from Oppreſſion and Lyranny, and for the juſt Puniſhment cither of. 
King or People ; it is impoſſible that he ſhould give any ſuch Laws. 
to mankind, as ſhall debar him from the exerciſe of this Preroga- 
tive, in what way hepleaſes; yet it 'is certain God: cannot make 
Kings, if he cannot oblige Subjects to obey them 3 and that he can- 
not.de; if. they muſt obey and ſubmit only to Legal Kings. . 

2. Itis.evident, That this Principle was either unknown to the 4 
World before; ( and thatis an argument that. it is. not the natural 


Revolutions of Government ; for there have been ſuch Revolu- 
tions in all Ages, and I. believe will be to the end of the World. 

3. Since then ſuch Revolutions will happen, ſuch Principles as 
mult diſſolve Human Societies , when ſuch Revolutions. happen, or 
expole the moſt innocent and conſcientious men to the greateſt Suf- 
fcrings, without ſerving any good end by them, cannot be true ; 
for the end of Government is the Preſervation of Human. Socicties, 
and therefore that can be no good Principle of Government, which - | 
in any turn of Afﬀairs, if purſued, muſt diſſolve Human - So- 
eties: :;.7.: 1; . | | 

Nor can that:bea true Principle, which-at any time obliges: ho- | | 
neſt_mcntoloſe their Lives,their Eftates,their Liberties,in oppoſition | 
to the Government of the Nation 'wherein they . live, when they 
may. preſerve them all by. Obedience and Submiſſion to the .Govern- 
ment; 1 am dure. the Saxipture.teaches. us.to ſuffer Mag --- 
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dience to Government, but not to ſuffer in Oppoſition to it : And 
when the very Reaſon of our Obedience to Government, is for the 
preſervation of Human Societies, and that we our ſelves may enjoy 
the Bleſſings of Government, it ſeems very ſtrange to extend this 
Duty to the overthrow of Human Societies, and to deny our ſelves 
the Security and the Bl.ſlings of Government ; which is to extend 
a Duty to ſuch caſes, as contradid& the only Reafon, whereon that 
Daty is founded. | | 

Itis true, we muſt in all caſes be contented to ſuffer in doing our 
Duty ; for we mult chuſe rather to ſuffer than to fin; and it is no 
Argument that any thing ceaſes to be my Duty, becaufe it expoſes 
Te to Suffering: But then we muſt be very ſure that it is our Duty ; 
that it is expreſly enjoyned us by the Laws of God or Nature, before 
we venture to ſuffer for it : But when we are to learn our Duty, 
not from any expreſs Law of God or Nature, but from the Rea- 
ſon and Nature of things, it is a ſufficient. Argument, that is not 
my. Duty, which will expoſe m2 to great Sufferings, without ſerving 
any good end ; .nay, which expoſes me toSufferings, for contradict- 


ing thenatural end and intention of that Duty, for which I pretend. 


to ſuffer. 


4. But let us grant that this Principle is the bi Security to the . 


Rights of Princes is the Right of any Prince ſo Sacred as to ſtand 
in competition with the very being of Human Societies , and the 
fafety and preſ:rvation of all his Subje&s 2 And muſt we then de- 
fend a Prince's Right, with the deſtruction of the Nation, and the 
Ruin of all his Subje&s ? Which is moſt nzceſſary, That the Nati- 
on ſhould be governed, or, That. ſuch a Prince ſhould govern it 7 
Andif he be driven out of his Kingdoms, and cannot govern, mult 
we then have no Government ? Or how ſhall the Nation be govern- 
ed, if Subjedts are bound in conſcience to obey, and pay Allegiance 
to-no other Prince 2 This 15 to make all mankind the Slaves and 


Properties of Princes ; as if all m:n were made for Princes, not - 


Princes for the government of- men. 

This, I think, is abundantly ſufficient to juſtifie our Obedience 
an1 Allegiance to the preſent Powers, though it ſhould at any time 
happen, that the Legal and Rightfal Prince ſhould loſe his Throne: 

But there is a great prejudice againſt all this; for fo I call it, ra- 
ther than an Objeion 3 for there is no Argument in it, nor canit-be 
formed into an Argament 3. viz. that this will equally ſerveall Revo- 
lations of Government, whatever they be: Upon theſe Principles we 


might 
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The Caſe of the Allepiance 
might ſubmit and ſwear to a Ramp Parliament, or to another ProteFor, 
or tO a Committee of Safety, or whatever elſe you pleaſe : And yet 
under that Uſurpation, the Loyal Nobility, Gentry, and Clergy, 
thought themſelves bound in Conſcience to oppoſe that Uſurpation 
at their utmoſt peril ; An ſhall we Arraign them all, as retifting 
God's Ordinance by their oppolition to thoſe Uſurped Powers, and 
their attempts to reſtore their King to his Throne ? 

This, as I obſerved, is a great prejudice, but no Argument, 
for if theſe Principles be true, and according to theſe Principles 
they might have complicd with thoſe Uſurpations z that they did 
not, is no confutation of them, X 

But yer, I ſuppoſe, all Men (ce a vaſt difference between theſe 
two Caſcs ; it is evident thoſe Loyal perſons, both of the Clergy 
and Laity, who fuffered in the former Cauſe, and have now com- 
plied with the preſent Government, think there is a vaſt difference 
between tacmz and. muſt think themſelves more reproached and 
injured by fuch a Compariſon, than by ſuch Principles as juſtify - 
their preſent compliance: And the great Body of -the Nobility, 
Gentry, and Clergy, who have (worn Allegiance to their preſent 
Majelties, would take it very ill-to be thought leſs Loyal than thoſe 
were, . who ſuffered for King Charles I. and II. under thoſe Ulſur- 
pers 3 and therefore they alſo mnſt apprehend a vaſt difference be- 
tween theſe two caſes. | | 

But what is it that makes this difference ? If you will allow the 
ſuppoſition, That the Rightful King is diſpoſſeſſed ; and that in 
ſuch a caſe it is lawful to comply with any Government, which be= 
comes the ſethed Government of the Nation. 

Lanſwer ; The difference is very great upon all accounts 3 and 
that no man may ' wonder at the obliinate Loyalty of thoſe days; 
and the eakie and ready compliances now, ( from whence ſome 
men conclude a renouncing the Principles of the old Church-of- 
England-Loyalty, to the great, ſcandal of Religion ), I ſhall ſhow 
the difference upon many accounts ; and all together will be more 
than anſwer enough. | 

1. Firſt then, The great Villanies of thoſe days, in an open and 


| bare-fac'd Rebellion, perſiſted in after the moti Gracious : Offers 


nd Condeſcentions; and in the Barbarous Murder of one of the 
Belt Princes in the World, was enough to prejudice wiſe and good 
men, againſt all compliances, though they had been lawful ; for 
who that could peilivly avoid it, would ſubmit to ſuch men ? - 
atui; : . 2+ 1NCc 


8 


due to Sovereign Powers, QC. 


2. The. barbarous Uſage the King's Friends met with, made a 
Submiſſion and Compliance uſeleſs and impoſſible : Thoſe who had 
fought for their King, or expreſſed any diſlike of thoſe Proceedings, 
whom. they had any jealoulie or ſuſpicion of, or whoſe Eftates they 
had a mind to poſſeſs themſelves of, were plundered, ſequeſtred, 
impriſoned, forced to ſculk and hide at home, or flie abroad, to 
preſerve their Lives and Liberties. 4 

3+ Biſhops, Deans, and Prebendaries were turned out, and their 
Lands and Revenues ſold ; the Loyal Clergy were Mzlignants for 
what they had done ; and had no way to keep their Livings, eſpeci- 
ally if they were of any Value, but by renouncing the Church of 
England, as well as by Submiſſion to that Government, which I 
believe, notwithſtanding their ready compliance in taking the Oaths, 
the Clergy at this day would more univerſally have retuſed, than 
they did then. EE 

4thly, Another dichculty was, That the whole Government both 
' of Church and State was overturned, which was the Fundamental 


Conftitution of the Nation : The King was not only Murdered, 


and the Rightful Heir driven out of the Land, but the Monarchy 
itſelf was deſtroyed, and neither King, Lords, nor Commons, left; 
but a few of the Houſe of Commons, who by Force and Power. 
had turned the relt out of doors, undertook to govern all; in- the 
'name of the Commons of England; which was ſuch an Invafion on: 
the Rights and Liberties of their Countrey,” ( which are as ſacred 
as the Rights of the King ), as required the utmoſt oppoſition that 
could be made. And it may be, if it be well conſidered; the De- 
fence of Monarchy, and the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown, 
will appzar a very material part of-the Oath of Allegiance, which 
may bind Subje&s when the Perſon of the King is- changed 3 and 
may make them think themſelves more obliged: to reſtore ſuch a 
Prince, when they cannot reſtore Monarchy, and the Ancient Laws 
and Government of the Nation without him. | | 
5- And moreover it is plain, That their Government was never 
ſctled ; it was frequently changed, and: new modelled, which was. 
no Argument of- Settlement ; and which is more-than that, they hadi 
not a National Conſent and Submiſſion. 
| Men, who were torced, ſubmitted to force z but the Nation didnot: 
by any National Ade ever-own them z. for I think the Rump-Parliament; 
who were the Ulſurpers themſelves ;z or ſome litcle packt Conventicles, 
rathet than Parliam:nts, could not be called the Repreſentative of the 


Nation. | Thiss + 


. The Caſe of the. Allegiance 
This ſeems to be muchlike the Caſe which, BiſhopOveral's Cone a 
t50n-Book mentions in; relation to' Antiochus 3 who had. by force kep 
the Fews in ſubjeQtion for ſome y-ars; and yet when Mattathias 
took Arms in Aeflnick of their Religion , they juſtify this Aion by 
ſaying, That the .Government of Antiochus was not ſetled among 
them, either by Szbmiſſion or Continuance ; that is, tho People were 
forced to ſubmit to Power , his Government was not owned by any 
Publick, National Submiſſion; and. in ſuch Caſes a long continuance 
is required to ſettle a Government ;, whereas a National Submiſfion 
ſettles a Government in a ſhort timezas we may conclude from what 
thy tell us of the Settlement of Alexander's Government among the 
Fews, who was but a very little while with them; but Faddus the 
High-Prieſt , ahd the Governing-part of the Nation ſubmitting ts 
him ; this ſetled his Government in a few-days. 

” This ſhows how unlike all this was to our preſent Caſe in every 
particular ; that thoſe who thought it their Duty never to ſubmic 
to that wicked Ulſurpation, are now ſatisfied, they may ſubmit with 
- a pood Conſcience to their preſent Majeſttes. | | 

In our prefent Caſe, all things are quite contrary to what they 
were in the former ; every thing concurred to make the Nation fond 
of ſuch a Change, and very eaſy under it. | 

© King James, more,I hope, by following ilt Counſels.than by his own | 
Indination, had effeQually removed all Prejudices and ObjeQions * 
againſt ſuch a Reyolution, excepting the Ovligations of Duty and 
Conſcience. | 

In the late times of Rebellion and Uſurpation , all the Friends of 
Monarchy, and of the Engliſh Government, and of the Church of 
Fgland, and of the Liberties of their Country, and of their own Ho- 
nours and Fortunes, were bound in Intereſt to take all Opportunities 
to reſtore the King - In our late Revolution, the very ſame Reaſons 
and Intereſts diſpoſed all Men to be very well contented to part with 
their King, if they had known how to do it honeſtly; for the Con- 
tinuance of his Government, by the bold Steps, and extraordi. ary 

Methods he had t:ken, gave them great Apprehenlions that all theſe 
were in danger, even the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown it 
_ felf (the preſervation of which was a main end of the Oath of Alle- 
giance) by his Submiſſion to the See of Romz?, and rejeQing the Nath 
_ of Swpremacy, and as far as he could, abſolving his Subjects from it; 
and yet in that Oath alone, we Swear to the Lawfzl Succeffor, in Op- 
poſition to the pretences of the Biſhop of Rome, to depoſe, and ſet up 
Kings at plcaſure,for the Service of the Church. This 


3 n a Prince 
-1n his Uſufpations, as they thought, 'on-both. ''- 1 + Fil. 


ment. (3 17-: 6 | x 161 BT ET 
2 T6 fight againſt a'King,-andnovro fight for him; Tthinkare 
difverir things; and when Kings make it' impoſlible 


5 ih 9 Nation j-whenſome Men-chink; they-may lawfully 


 _—_ and Libettie-againſt' the” Ufurpations of 


their Prince5 an nd 


very different things." 1) 5 (ob ll Lon a hn 2 
' Icannor'indeed think fnenther do T:' believe, that any body elſe 


fright'is inall caſes.neceſſatily.co be :imerpreced-fuch-an Abdica- 
tion:as:1 aldnr c Refignation ;:whereby he: re- 


nounges:#lt-farure: Ry | E re» 
ducedihimfelffto:facha:ftace; that he is forced for his own'pre- 
299;71a171;0 H ſervation 


'* ſervation to. leave bis Kir 


= Doh the ne, 
and; Government ; 'it! is plain; 
chat-tn ſome-ſenge he leaves his Throne vacant too; that is, 
Gave no-body-in it, pg vo in the aual Adminiſtration of 


Government. 

Thus far I thank Subjeas may be very guileleſs, who do 
not drive the King away, but only ſuffer hum quietly co eſcape 
out of - is Kingdoms; for this is, no Rebellion, no Reſiſtance, bur 
_ only Non- 4ffiftance, which may be-very innocent : for there are 

ſome caſes, wherein SubjeRs are not bound to alliſt ds Prince; 
nr © if everthere were ſuch a caſe, this was1t. 

What then ſhall Subjects do, when the King is gone, and the - 
Government Diſſolved, -the People left in the Hands of another 
Prince, . without any Reaſon, or any. Authority,. or any formed 
Power, to oppoſec-him ? The Government muſt be Adayniſtred 
by ſome body, unleſs we can. be contented, chat the. Rabble 

d Govern. 

.Buc I ſhall not meddle with that Interval, between the cies 
away of the King, and; the Prince's. coming tache' Throne ; but 
only coſider him as placed in the Throne, and ſettled there. 'And 
naw wean find no aleraton in the Ancient Goverment ofithe 
Nation, butonly the exchange of/ Perſons ; and allthings concur - 
to! make this a very advantageous and acceptable C , EX 
cepting ſuch difficulties, as uſually accompany _—_— Reyolucions. 

'The Monarchyis the ſame be and the Three Eftates of the Na- 
tion the lame; the Church of England; andrhe Laws and Liber- 
wes of the:Nation locurad;, a0d no proſpect of ſecunng. them by 
any other means: :ſaithat-here;is nothing to: prejudice any Man 
agamſt che t-Government,' or'to- mikonke Reſtoration of 
the c edPrince inecallaty, as there was in the lace Uſur- 
pation, but.anly.a miſtaken Notion of Allegiance to that Prince; 
= wn-cay [ms to togal-Righe chough ho-ba diſhes 
ſefled, and d: another; Eſtabliſhed-in' his * hrone ; which I have 
alreadly proved 40 be amuſtake. 

But not todiſpute the legal Right (which is nothing to my pre- 

purpoſe) here is a ſettled Government, which was not inthe 


Cale. 
"Their preſent dnjafic are in the full. Pollefiion of the Throne, 
and Adminiſtration of the 


; a;Nlational ſubmiflh 
= mer 3 a for. though ame pate, whether a Con- 
vention of ha Bats, not ale by ch ings Writ be a legal 


Parliament, 


due to Sovereign Powers, S&c. 
Parliament, yet all Men muſt confeſs, that they are the Repreſen- 


'tatives of the Nation; or elſe: » Nation can have no Repreſenta- - 


tives, when-it has no Kingin the Throne, or when there is any 
diſpute: abont the Title tothe Crown. ? 

Now, though this might be ——_ farther, I ſhall contene 
my ſelf only to fay ; that the conſent and ſubmiſſion of the Con- 
vention, eſpecially when confirmed by —_ Parliaments, 
is a National At, and makes-a Settlement of the Government, 
eſpecially fince the x jours of the Nation have ſo willingly 
and chearfully: fubrnitted; and bound their Allegiance by Oath 
which 1s a very different thing from ſubmitting to mese force, 


when the inclination of the-Nation ſtands bent another way; 


when there is nothing but mere force, it may admit ſome diſpute, 
when the Government i ſettled ; bur though in fome caſes, ir 
may. be. hard-to:dztermine, when: the Government is ſo ſereled, 
as to make. Allegiance dnez this t no'reaſonto deny Allegiance, 
when there is a viſlible Settlement. If this be not a ſettled Go- 
vernment, *I know not what is; Lam ſure, we have reafon to 

ray for the continuance of it ;- when nothing can unſettle it, 

ut.fuch a Power, as; wil-overturn- our Religion and Liberties 
with it. It is indeed commonly 1aid, as I obſerved before, that 


the ſubmiflion: of | the 'People 'withdue' the ſubmiſſion of the. 


Prince; cannot transfer the Government ; by which they _ 
mean the lega} Righe of Government: Now to avoidunneceſ- 
ſary Diſputes, ſuppoſe this were true ; yet the ſubmiffion of the 
79s when their Prince has left them, 1f it cannot give a legal 
Righc to another: Prince, yet i© may give an actual Settlement to 
hins ; 'and that: is all-we ars'enquiring after; This I think is a 
ſufficient anſwer to that odions-Compariſon between the late 
Ulſurpations, and'this preſent Revolution. 


IL fhall:iconchide che whole' with anſwering an ObjeRtion, ObjeR. 


which many, who refuſe the Oaths, - place great confidence in; 
and that's from the Lawsof the Land : In all ſuch caſes as theſe, 
the Laws,-they ſay, .are the meaiure of our Dtity, and the Rule 
of Conſcience, and therefore-we muſt own no King, but whom 


the Law owns to be King; that is, in an Hereditary Monarchy, 


the right Hem : and to:pay and {wear Allegiance to any other 
Prince, though. poſſelied of the' Throne, when therigheful King 
1 difpotſefled) of the right Heir living, 15 cottrary tcoonr duty to 
God, becauſe contrary'to the Laws of the Land. 

H 2 1.In 
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Anſw. 


The Caſe of the  Mllegiance. 
1. In anſwerto this [ conſider; this is na real Objection againſt 
any thing, I have-ſaid; bur all:chacIhave me it prove-rrue, 
x a ſufficient anſwer tachs : The Laws of the Land'are the Rule 
of Conſcience, when they do-noticontradi& the Laws of God : 
but when they do, they are no Rule to us;: but their obligation 
mult give place to-a Divine Authority.. - Suppale then there were 
an expreſs Law, that the Subje&s of England ſhould own .no 
King, but che right: Heir 5 and notwwichſtanding this: Law (as ic 
will ſometimes happen, and ' has often. happened in. England) a - 
Prince who 15.nort the right Heir, ſhould get:into the Throne, 


and ſettle himſelf there : If che Divine Law in ſuch a caſe, com- 
. mands us. to; pay all the obedience-and duty. of - Sybjeats, to a 


Prince. in the actual Poſſe:ffion. of the- Throne, and: the Law 
of the Land forbids it, which muſt,we obey, the Law of God, or 
the Law.of the Land ? This; Ichink is no diſpute; : and therefore 
it 154nyain to-urge'the! Laws of the Land in any: cafe, where we 
are under a Superior Authority:;:let-thern fi __—_ that no King 
is ſet up by God againſt the Laws of. the Lan ; and-then I will 
confeſs, we muſt own none but, legal Kings, for we muſt own 
no-Kmgs, whom God does: not make,: and; who have.not Gods 

GE als Mae HEL and he Hadi if 
2. 'The- Eng/iſh Monarohy 15:Hereditary;; and the lineal Heir 
has the legal Right ;to-theQrawn 3 grant this: bur ſtill we muſt 
con{ider, SS far this'1s.a Law to-all private Subjes ; how far 
every Subje& is bound in Conſcience by this Confaicutian, togive 
the Poſſeflion of the Crown to the righe Heir, and not to ſuffer 
anyone elſe totake it,; orit hea do, nat to pay Allegiance to him; 
or own him for his King. What Law isthere; that.ſays this? And 
I think, the reaſon of the thing does; not; ptove it. The Eaw does 
not refer the Cognizance of ſuch matters to private Subjes; and 
therefore they are not by Law bound to take care of it, and I know 
nothing but Law can -bind us to. a legal. Conſticucion.:: Legal 
Rights muſt be determined by a, legal, Authority; ;and there isno 
"4 ity can take Cognizance of the, Titles| and; Claims of 
rinces, and the diſpoſal of the;Crown,, but the -Eftsres of the 
ealm : They. indeed are obliged to take notice of the legal 
Deſcent of the Crown, and if through miſtake or any other 
cauſe, they ſet the Crown upon a'wrong Head, they muſt an- 
wer for, it ; but private Subjets, who have no legal Cognizance 
ef the matter, are, bound by no Law, that I know. of, co. _—_ 
"ES a King, 


due- to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
a King, whom the Ef ates have owned, though they ſhould think 
the Right is in ariother. If Authority may not over-rule /private 
Subje&ts in theſe caſes, even againſt their own private Opinions, 
and juſtifie their Obedience to'a King, who is placed in the 
Throne, Subjects are in a very i]! caſe, who have no Authority 
to Judge, and no Power to Retiſt: There are numerous caſes, 
wherein SubjeRs muſt _—_ in the determinations of a legal 
Authority :againſt what they think a legal Right: the' realon 
and neceflivies of Government require 1t; and the Law, which 

ives a Right, will not allow us to vindicate our Right againſt a 


egal Authority. And therefore it does not follow merely from 


the Law of Succeſlion, that Subjects are bound in Conſcience to own 
no King, whois not the rightful: Heir : And. Duty-and Conſci- 
”>—_ Obedience to Laws, is the only thing I am now inquiring 
arter. "MN. | 


- . 3. Tho ave not kill enough in Law, to know certainly - 


what our Conftitution allows in this point ; yet it is the declared 
Judgment of ſome of the beſt Lawyers of former days, and fo 
far as I can learn, the moſt common and p_—_ Opinion 
fil], That our $1. do allow and require Allegiance to a'King 


de fatto, who is ih Poſleflion of the Throne withour a Tegal Righc.. 


And this they 
Kings, as my 
my Lord Ch. Fu 
al of-the Regici | 
Law, 'but: woulq not atlow -his Caſe to-be within the purview 
of it. Now wh the Diſpute is meerly abour the Senſe of the 
Law, to judge rightly of which, requires ſome skill in Law, and 


ve done in the Reigns: of legal and rightful 
ord Ch. Juft. Coke, the Judges in Bagget's Caſe, 
. Hales, my Lord Ch. Fuft. Bridgman 1n the Try- 


a great deal moge than I can pretend to; Which is the ſafeſt 
way to reſolve my Conſcience? Whether to adhere to my own 


Judgment, againſt the: Judgments and Opinions of the ableſt 
Judges and Lawyers? or.'to rely on their Judgments -( when 


learned Men generally agree in it) tho I do not comprehend: 


the Reaſons of tfeir "Opinions ? 


. Inmoral and natural Duties, which every Man may and muſt - 
underſtand for himſelf, the Caſe is different z we muſt not there” 

rely wholly upon Authority, eſpecially not againſt the Reaſon 
Pers. of our own. Minds, tho Authority 1s in that Caſe. 

of great uſe to over-rule meer. Doubts and Scruples ; but when 


al 


the Caſe of Conſcience is a meer Point of Law, and we _ 
' | C1UAF. 


s, in Anſwer to Cook's Plea; who allowed the 
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cluds that to-be our Duty which the Law determunes, I am of 
Opinion, That Judges and. learned Lawyers, eſpecially when 
they have determined the matter: without any Byaſs on them, 
or any proſped of our preſent Aﬀairs; are the beſt Caſuifts, be- 
- cauſe they underſtand the Law - : 

That we muſt obey and ſubmit to our Prince, is a Duty which 
the Laws of God and Nattre enjoyn; and we muſt nat ſuffer 
any Man, be he-Lawyer or Divine, to perſuade us, that this is 
not our Duty: but what Pringe we muſt obey, and ta what par- 
ticular Prince we muſt pay out Allegiance; the Law of God - ar 
. Not tell us, bur this we muſt learn from the Laws of the Land. 
Here is a Queſtion then ariſes, Whether the Subje&s of England 
(when ſuch a Caſe happens) muſt pay their Allegiance to the 
King de jare, who is diſpoſlefſed of his Throne, or tothe K: 
de fatto, who is poſlefſed of t without a legal Right ? Now. will 
theſe Men, who ground their Diſſent upon the of the 
Land, abide by the Deciſion of the Law ? If they Frill net, Why 
do they inſiſt on it, and urge it, as an unanſwerable Objettion ? 
If they will, Who muſt judge of the Senſe of the Law, and from 


whom mult. they learn. it? for every one. is ngt a £ompetenc 
Judge ct this matter, ho he thinks he very well the 
Graminatical Senſe and Conſtruction of. W 'And is i. not 
moſt, reaſonable to think that to be the Senſe offch& Law, which 


learmed Jueges and Lawyers have ograed is theÞetile of 1t? Is it 
not rea le to take that to be the Senſe of aw, which has 
been the Senſe of Weſtminſter-Hall, and-1.1tke: be fo again, if , 
' we think fit to try 1t? TOSS IOTEE: ©; 

I do not think it ſo dangerous to miſtake mx g human Law, as 
1n natural or divine Laws; our Obligation to oþey human Laws, 
s that Obedience which ss:due to Govern and ther what- 
ever we apprehend the S2nſe of the La ; we muſt not pre- 
tend to obey. human Laws in our Senſe, in'oppotition to Governs 
ment: if we miſtake with hn and obey the:Law in'that 
Senſe which has been allowed mn all Reigns, feven of the moſt 
rightful Kings, we are ſafe-in Conſcience: Agd he who will ad- 
Vaince another Senſe of the Law; j TIIBCINCE 'of hfs own 
private Juogment, and venture his Eſtate-and Fortune, his Libec- 


ty and Lite on it,. I think does neither wiſely for himſelf, nor 
pays that deference he pretends. to Governmenc, | 


Bur 


due to Soereign Powers, 8c. 

But here is ag Oath concerned, and danger -of Perjury, if 
having {worn Allegiance to K.' Famer while he 15 living, we ſwear 
away our Allegiance from him -to K. William and Q. Mery : but 
I ſuppoſe legal Oaths muſt be expounded by the Laws; and if by 
the Law of the Land Allegiance to K. James ceaſes, as being 
out of Poſſeflion, our Oath can oblige us no longer ; and if by 
the Law of the Land we owe Allegiance to K.illiam and Q. Mary 
as in Poſſeffion of the Throne, then we may, and ought, to 
ſwear Allegiance 'to them : and this being a point of Law, muſt 
be decided by the. proper Judges of it; for, if we keep an Oath 
when the Law does not allow it, and refuſe an Oath when the 
Law requires it, we tranſgrefs the Law. And this is not the 
only legal Oath, wherein Men govern themſelves by Judgments 
of Law, I am ſure as much, and [ think more plainly againſt the 
expreſs Words of the Law, than can be pretended in the Oath 

Allegiance; I mean the Oath of Simony, in which Men ſwear 
in as general Words as can be thought of, againſt all Bargains or 
Contracs, eithitr direaly or indirealy, for the obtaining ſuch a 
Living, or Spiral Preferment; and yet make no Scruple of any 
ſuch Conthaay, are not adjudged Simony in Wefwtenfer- Hall, 
tho they ſeemincluded in thoſe general Words. And if we will 

not allow .to 'be a 'fafe Rule of Conſcience to obey Laws, and 
to take legal Oafths, in that Senſe which Courts of Juſtice, or 
learned Judges an Lawyers give of them, tho we mult abide by - 
ieir Judgments \when.it comes-to be tryed whether we have bro-- 
ken or kept the ws} Subjects are 1n an ill Condition both-- 
Conlciences, their Lives, and Eſtates. - 
well ſerve it Anſwer to the Argument from - 


| RG is to prove, chak thy L. Ch. Fuft. Coke was miſtaken in 


" tute; and. the other that bath Right, and i out of Poſſeſſion, is mot - 


wit hin. 
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Within the Af. It is too long a Book to be paſticularly anfwer< 
ed here but as I apprehend; his Fault is,'that he does not rea- 
ſon. right upon marters of Fa&; and ſome- of his fandamencal 
| Miſtakes may be anſwered in a ſmall compaſs: and I chooſe the 
rather to do it, becauſe they are the very ſame Miſtakes that 
impoſed upon me for ſome time. | ; 


Roy, or King; and there 1s no other King but 


ſaid fo: for a King de fatto, as the Ch. Juſt. aſſgrrs, is Seignior le 
nifies that Perſon who has the Supreme gf 


. felt, and therefore his Heirs have no'Rij 


6 3 >. 
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Our Author thinks,- 1*-would ſeem a wery odd Luveſtion' for any 


to ask, touching the Laws that are made in any ſettled | Monarchy 
for the Defence of the King's Perſon, Crown, and- Dignity, who u 


meant by the King in thoſe Law: ? the lawful and rightfal King of that 


Realm, or any one that gets into the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, tho he be 
.not a rightful King, but a Uſurper ? - PF &. 


Now this ſeems to me-no_ odd: Queſtion at alt; for when the 


Law only mentions the King, and the Law-makers certainly knew 
that Kings wichout a legal Right do often: aſcend the Throne; if 


they had intended to except all ſuch Uſurpers, they ſhould have 


: for King fig- 
ment in the Na- 


ter, all which, 13 to ſecure the Succeflion * 
therefore cannot concern an. Uſurper, wh 


has no Right hini- 
"1 SET fur 


we cannot ſuppoſe that the Law ſhould cal tare to'ſectire- the 
Succeſſion to:the Poſterity of an Uſurper. Sb OG 
But this is no Argument to me; 'for thÞLaw looks'u on'the 
Crown as Hereditary, and the Change ofzthe Perſon or Royal 
| Family, does not make the Crown ceaſe r@be Heredicary ; and 
therefore whoever has Poſſeflion of the Crown; has an heredita- 


. .Iy-Crown, and leaves 1t.to his Heirs, as long as they can keep it; 


as-is, plain from the Example of the three Henries, who ſucceed- 
ed gach other. And this is Reaſon enough,' why the Law ſhouſti 
| make 


EDS - vin. a Y \ — \Þ 4 
due to Sovereien Powers, "&c. 
make no differtnce upon this Account. between a King de fafo 
&- de jure, Ci: ofrplon 3 arti yh 
But, my; Lid Ch. Fu. Coke dee: ne! found be Glu upon the fun- 
Jamental Conſtitution of the Realm, tho methinks' he ſhould have 
underſtood it as well as our Aythor. But what is this fandamen- 
tal Conſtitution? Why, The Regal Authority, and the Alegiance of 
the Subjets, is appropriated to the lawful and rightful King. But 
where does he find this fundamental Conſtitution? The funda- 
mental Conſtitution, I take to be an hereditary Monarchy ;: nor 
that the*Monarchy ſhould continue always in ſuch'a. Family ; 
for that may fail, or may be changed by Congueſts or Ulurpari- 
ons, as has often been, and the Conſticution continue. The 
moſt that can be ſaid is, that when any particular Family, by the 
Providence of God, and the Conſent and Submiſſion of the Peo- 
le, is placed'in the Throne, - of Right the Crown ought to de- 
pond to the Heir of that Family : but ſuppoſe-it does not, muſt 


we pay Allegiance to no other Perſon,ctho polleſſed of the Throne? © 


Let him ſhew me that fundamental Conſtitution, for a meer He- 
reditary Monarthy docs not prove it; and according to the Judg- 
meat of the beſt Lawyers, the Laws of the Land require the con- 
trary, that we muſt pay our Allegiance-to. him who 1s actually 
King, not to. him who ay. ch to ;have been King, but. 1s not. 
And to think to confute this 'by pretending the. fundamental 
Conſtitution of an Hereditary Monarchy, 1s to take that for 
granted which qught to have been 
The Queſtion, is not, Whether, th 
that is agreed; bait whether in an Hereditary Monarchy we muſt 
pay Allegance to no Prince who 15 not the legal Heir, tho pol- 
zfied of the Thrdne ; This the Lawyers deny, and produce Law 
for it, and if thenfbe ſuch Laws, itis certain by Law we may pay 
Allegiance to a Mong in Poſieſlion, notwithſtanding the funda- 
mencal Conſticutzhn of an Hereditary Monarchy ;. tor the Law, 
which makes one,gallows and, commands the other; and than & 
15 an Hereditary Monarc with. this reſerve ; of paying Allegi- 
ance to the King m Poſſeſlion, when the legal Heir cannor ob- 

tain his, right, | | | - 
And thus I take to be a very wiſe Conſtitution; which ſecures 
the King's Right, as far as Law can do it ; butif the King ſhould 
be deprived: of his Right ( which the Experience of all Ages 
proves he may be) does not think fit, that the Corman 
| I ould 


Jen7ets «ch 
the Monarchy be Hereditary, 
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© thouldhGnk with him, and therefore makes proviſion for the ſecu- 


rity of the Government and'of Subjeat under the Regnant 
Princg, which the Reaſons and Neceſlities.of Government re- 
quire and juſtifie, though there had been no'Law for ic.” 

3- He ſays; *my Lord Coke's Glsſ5 is contrary to the conſtant Pra- 


' Brce and Cuſtom of the Realm. For if Treaſon by the Cuſtom and Pra- 


Fice of the Realm lay only againſt a King im. Poſſeſſion of the Crown 


and Kingdom,” then 


1. Thoſe only would be attainted by our Kings and Parliaments, who 
efed againft a King in Poſſeſſion” © © © Weg Mobs 
' 2. And then certainly a King in Poſſeſſion himſelf, cannot be guilty 
Z Treaſon for what he does while in Poſſeſſion againlt a King out of Poſ- 
m_ And yer when a King de jure has regained his Throne, 
che King de fa#o and his Adherents have been attainted by Par- 


liament for Uſurping the Throne, and oppoſing the right of 


the King de jure. | | n | 
En anfivec to this, Tobſerve, 'r. That this does not prove that 
any one At which 1s Treaſon againſt a King de jure, is not Trea- 
fon when committed againſt a King defa#o; nowthat is enough 
to prove, that Allegiance is by Law due to a King de faFo, if 
Treaſon may be committed againſt him : for no Treaſon can 
be committed, where no Allegiance is due. . 
This is confeffed, that all ſuch As, as are Treaſon againſt 
aKing de jare,'ate Treaſon when committed againſt -a King 
de fafto, but not; ſay they, becauſe Allegiance is due to him, bur 
becauſe they are againſt the Order of Government, and there- 
fore are Treaſon by the preſumed conſent of the King 4 jure, 
HS; On COPY i; 


very deſtructive to it, 1s the only Reaſon w are made 
Treaſon by Law ; and this is as good a 'R the Law 
fhould- make them Treaſon aga1 Fo, as againſt a 
King de jure; for they are equally againſt'fhe Order of Go- 
vernment, anc wh ng ; and that is 
the only Reaſ 


the preſumed Conſent of a Kipg de jure, inv ms 
| | _ With. 


dur to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
with-his Authoricy.; for if he have no Authority of his own, un- 
leſs the etumed. Conſent of the King de jure give him (pr 
ty, ir cannot make any'treaſonable Act done againſt hiyto be 
Treaſon ; for it cannot alter the nature of things, nor maks me 
guilty of -Treaſon againſt any Perſon, co whom I owe no Duty 
and Allegiance. And-if the preſumed Conſent of the King de 
ure 11relts the Rage fafo with his Authority, it mult transfer 
the Allegiance of SubjeRts too; and then Subjets are as ſafe in 
Conſcience, as if the King de jure were on the Throne ; for ic 
ſeems there 15 his Authority and Conſent, though not his Perſon, 
- Butthis is all meer trifling ; the King de fa#o has Authority, or 
none of his Ads of Government can have any 3 for that which is 
done by a Perſon, who has no Authority can have none: whence 
' then has he this Authority, ſince he has no legal Right to the 
Throne? Not from the preſumed Conſent of the King de jure, 
which is great non-ſenſe to ſuppoſe, but from the Poſfeflion of 
the Throne, to whichthe Law it ſelf, as well as the Principles of 
Reaſon and Religion,have annexed the Authority of Governmene. 
2. As for the Attainders of Kings de fa&o and their Adherents 
in Parliament, that does not prove that Subjets cannot be guilty 
of Treaſon againſt a King in Poſſeflion, nor that the Statute of 
Treaſon does not relate to a King in Pofleffion : for the Statute of 
Treaſon does not relate to the diſputes of Princes, but to the Order 
of: Government ; and therefore may relate toa King in Polſeflion, 
though the King himſelf, if he be an Uſurper, when ever the 
rightful King- regains the Poſſeflion of his Throne ; if he were a 
Subje& before, may be attainted of Treaſon for his Uſurpation. 
_- Andtheſe _—_ are as confiſtent, as itis totake care of the Go- 
vernment, when ſuch Revolutions happen, and yet to diſcourage 
all illegal Uſurhations. | | 
. - Ad yet the fruth is, there is no Argument to be drawn from 
this; for whenever there is a Competitton for the Crown, there is 
no doubt but he that prevails, be he King de fa#o or de jure, will 
attaint' his Rival and all his Adherents : Thus it was betweer 
Edward IV. and Henry VI. between Richard III. and Hen, VII. 
who. attainted one another ; and this is no proof, what the Law 
of the Land is, but it proves, that Parliaments have always fa- 
yored the King in "myo | 
3. He axgues, that f Treaſon lay only againſt the King in Poſſe(i- 
on, wh de jure or no, the Subjetts Ek pon xr arg 
, I 2 obliged 
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obliged upan prin. of High-Treaſon met ts admit of any claim of the 
King "age" — and yF2t Richard Duka of York, put in bis ro 
the CroWf in: che Parligment 39 H. 6.and it was received andiallow-. 
ed by them. EE | | | 
- But [ would fain know what kind of Treaſanthis is for a-Par- 
lament, ta wham, or to none upon Earth, appeals in ſachiCaſes 
' can be made, toreceive a Claim ta the:Crown 2 A little improves 
ment of the Argument would make it High-Treaſon, for any of 
the Caurts of ah vpaeche Hall to receive a- Complaint, and: try 
and judge a Cauſe againſt the King. WE wig 7 $ 
| if he had ſaid, that the Law had allowed Subjects to fight for 
the King de jure againſt the King in, Paſleſſion, this had proved 
His Point, that Treaſon does not lie only againſt a King in Poſ- 
- ſeflion; but there is no ſuch Law as this co be found : Itis Trea- 
fon to fight againſt the King, and-that, ſays my Lard Coke, isthe 
Kingin Poſſeffion, without making any reſerve for the defence 
or re-eſtablithment of the.King de jure, when out of Poſſeffian : 
For it ſeems the Wiſdom. of the Nation -has not yet thoughe fie ce 
make a Law to juſtifie Civil Wars when ſuch a Revolution bap- 
pens, with an orderly and national Submiſſion. : wy 
An appeal to Parliament is a proper way to declare to whoin of 
right the Crown belongs, when there 1s a Competition ; -hur 
chough ſuch Uſurpations very often occaſion Civil Wars, yet the 
necellity of Government requires, that the: Law ſhould always be 
on the {1de of the Kingin Polleflion, - and then it can never julti: 
fie any Man in fighting again{t him- hp np in? p| 
4 His next Argument 1s, that if Treaſon lay only againſt a King 
in Poſſeſſion, then the Law in other regards would look upon the King 
in Poſſeſſion, as having the dignity. ond honor, of a King, whereas he 
obſerves 1. That the Law, where it conſiderg.themn B Uſuopers, daes: 
bardly wouchſafe- that the name of Kingy, fot 10. the: Katute 1 Edi V. 
Henry IV. is called Henry Earl of Derky, and the Hewries arecall'& 
| wav Kings, and Kings indeed, and not of right : But he has an- 
wered this himſelf, that our Law allows them chename of Kings, 
with regard to their heving the Execution of the Kingly Qffice ;- thas. 
15, our Laws do. not. allow thole to.be legal Kings who have no 
legal Title, bur yet allow thera to be Kings as exerciling the Ro- 
al Power, and what would he have more unleſs our Laws ſhould. 
peak non-ſenſe? And yet he ſhould remember that £9. IV. 
after this had as hard words from H, VI. Parliament as the Hewries 
had from Edward the Fourth's. _ 
| 2. He 


mW _ . wa & 
+ 
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| due 20-Syvereign Powers, Kee 
2. He obſerves, that the Lew does not hok *uyow the AF: of Go* 
werwenent done by a King in Poſſeſſion, . if an Uſarper, as valid and au* 
thoritative in themſebves, becauſe they have been confirmed by 


Subſequent Kings; and yer he himſelf confeſſes, that they had Þ. 4; 


nat: been invalid: without ſuch! a Confirmation, but nor wpor ac- 
countof any Authority in theſe Kings but upon account of the neceſſity of 
Government, and the preſumed Conſent of the Kings de jure exchided 
from their right. But if theſe Kings have no Authority, I know 
not how their A&s ſhould be authoritative ;. hawought to have 


ſaid,that the neceffity of Government gives Authority to f ng 
x 


and their Acts without a legal Title, and that, had been Sen 
but this and the preſumed Conſent has been confidered already. 
But he. has made an untoward ObjeRion againft this himfelE, 


that the Ads of Parliamens made by Hen.LV,V,V Ewere not confirmed. 
by the Parliament 1 Ed. IV. and yet are ue Laws ſtills and his- 


anſwer to it is very lame, that fbme of their Adts of Parliamenc 
are confirmed thers, viz. Au 4# for Founding any Abbies or Religi- 


| ows Houſes, &e. but this ſeems. ro be abwndans- cautela; for the: 


ſame Reaſon, that the Univerſities and-othor Religions Founda- 
tions renew their Charters in ſeveral Princes Reigns, thotigh con- 
firmed by Ad of Parliament ; which does not ſuppoſe, that they 


thought their former Charters invalid, but for their greater ſecu- - 
riepl ire the Confirmation of the prefene Powers: but wherall- 
publi 


ck: Acts made by Parliaments called by Kings Je fa#o are- 


receiv'd and own'd for good Laws without any new mation, . 


that is proof: enough, that they thoughtjthe Authority ſufficient, 


whereby they were made, though the King had not a legal Righr. 


But yet let me add, that had it been the conftant and univerſal 


Practice for the h_ de pro arnng they return'd to their Crowns, . 
iCla 


to conficm all the judicial Acts, Grams, Statutes, &z. of the Kings 
de fatto, .this had been evidence enough, that the Neceflities of 
overnment require, that all the Ads of Kings de fa&o ſhould 


be valid ; for that is the only Reaſon why chey are confirmed by p. 16... 


a legal Authority ; becauſe it 1s neceſſary they ſhould be valid, ant 
yet convenient for the diſcouragement of ſuch Ufurpations, that 
they ſhould not be thoughe valid, withont a legal Confirmation, 
but. whac. the negeflity of Government makes valid, is valid init 


lf without any new- Confiemation ; \thoughr the Reaſons of ' 


State may make ſuch a Confirmation uſeful. 
The next thing he undertakes to an{wer is Baggor's Caſe, con- 


Hen, VI. 


cerning the validuy of his Patent of Naturalization granted by - 


'&2 
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Hen. VL who was oply Kingide fa#0; though it were not odn-- 


firmed by the Statute 1'Ed. IV. This he: branches out intoſeverat 


Particulars, and ſays a great deal abontit, but nothing new': He 


» . always takes Santuary in his- old Salvoes of the neceſlity of the - 
Government and the preſumed Conſent-of the King de jure, 


which have been ſufficiently conſidered already. 

; - All that I. ſhall conclude from this cafe (which I muſt take 
as he has repreſented it) is this; that the. neceflity of Govern- 
ment. (for boggathe Judges and Council underſtood things better 
than to urge the preſumed conſent. of the King de jure,) gives Au- 
thority to all thoſe As of a King de fa&o, which are for the 
Adminiſtration of Juſtice, and belong to Sovereign -Powers ; 
and then by the ſame reaſon, they muſt' juſtifie Subjeas:in pay- 


| avg Allegiance to ſuch Kings ; for this is neceſlary to Govern- 


ment. - Our Author will allow this in all cafes, which are not 
againſt the Intereſt of the: diſpoſleſſed Prince ; but this 1s to al- 
low nothing, for the very Poſleflion of. the Throne, arid every 
AR of Authority the King de-fa&o does, is againſt the Intereſt 
of the King de jure : But he ſeems all along to miſtake Gifts and 
Grants, to the Diminution of the Crown (which they would - not 


allow to ſtand good, when the- King de jure returned) for all 
Acts againſt the Perſonal Right and Intereſt of the King de 


fare : But. the Diminution of the Crown, and rhe Right of the Per- 
ſon, are very different things, as he will eafily ſee, when he con- 
{iders it again, - 
As for the Statute 11. H. þ which indemnifies Subjeas in 
Fighting for the King in poſkeſlion 5 he diſputes very largely 
about ir, but I can at preſent make only ſome ſhort Remarks on 
what he ſays. . 0 ly OT | 2 
1. He  - ay that it 1s only ſaid 1n the Preamble, mor ena- 
Fed in tbe Body of the Statute, that the Subjes ſhall be obliged to 
pay Allegiance to the King for the time being ; but whether a Pre- 
amble = Law or no, 1t is an Authoritanve Declaration of the 
Law, and that 1s a ſufficient rule for Subjeas ;: and if 25. Ed. 3. 
concerns Kings in Poſſeflion, it 1s enacted there. 7 
2. He will not allow this Preamble to be « dire# and poſitive De- 
claration of the Law ; becauſe the King only ſays, that be calls to 


remembrance his Subjeits -duty of Allegiance, &c. But if the' King 


and Parliament declare, that they remember, this is the duty of 


Allegiance, does not that declare their Opinion, that it is a duty 
: | - 
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w effefually as can be done in any other form of words ; nay 
ſomewhat. more, for what they remember, they. declare was ſo 


before; and not made ſo now, merely by their Declaration; .and 


: » 
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what the Parliament ſuppoſes and takes for granted, it more ef- _ 


feually declares. 


3dly. He fays, what is laid down in the Preamble, is expreſly Pag. 28. 


falſe —— that it is not reaſonable, but againſt all Laws, Reaſon, 
and good Conſcience, that the SubjeFs going. with their Sovereign 

£ to Wars, any thing ſhould loſe or forfeit for doing thas their true 
Duty and Service of Allegiance ; Now if this be falſe, I know not 


d 
Lor 


what can be true; is the contrary to it true ? that it is agreeable 
fo Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, that Subjo&s ſhould lofe or 
forfeit any thing for Fighting for their King ? But th# is meant 
of Fighting for an Uſurper againſt their lawful King. And yet 
here 15 not one word of Uſurper, or Lawful King, but our Seve» 
reign Lord, whom the Law requires us to own for our Sovereign ; 


and it 15 againſt Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, that Sub- 
jets ſhould ſuffer for Fighting for any Prince, whatever his Title 


be, whom the Law owns for Sovereign at that time: That Kings 


and Parliaments as he urges, have attainted Subje&s upon ſuch 
accounts, does not prove, that it was not againſt Law and Rea- 


fon and good Conſcience to do fo; and it ſeems H. 5. whe 
had done this himſelf, was now convinced of it; and took care 


co provide it ſhould be ſo no more: I am ſure my Lord Bacon. 
ſays this Law was rather juft than legal; and therefore owned the 


Reaſon and good Conſcience of it, though he demurred about 
the legality. TS: 

But our Author will be fo liberal, as to grant, that all this 
were the Body of the Statute and a dire# Law; then it is plain, 
that Subjects might by I.aw Fight for the King in Poſſeflion, 
and their Allegiatice would oblige them to it. No, he ſays, ic. 
will remain to be conſidered, whether the Statute can be locked upon 
as valid and obligatory ; and he thinks it is not. : 

I. Becauſe it was made by an Uſurper, and by an Ulurpers Par- 
lament. This s a bold ſtroke to call Her.. VII. an Uſurper 
who had ſo many Titles, and no Title ſet up againſt_him ; -an 
to queſtion the Authority of a Parliament, called by the Writ 
of a King in Polſeſfion;. and to deny the validity of Adts of 


Pag. 29. 


Parliament made by Uſurpers, when our Statute Books are full 


of them *% and they are owned good and valid Laws. * 


have nor repealed. ir | 
ff declared n 0d, I doubt will not paſs among our Law- 


Þ of the Allegiance. - OS. 
ute with- him, whether ſubſequent lawfid 


at to this Law or not, it is ſufficient, . 
5 bur what he-urges, that it hes been in o 


yers to be equivalent tp a. repeal ; for I never yet heard, that an 


Ac of Parliament could be repealed by conſequence py bur let us 


hear, how ſubſequent Kings and Parliaments have in e 


e& declar- 


-ed-it null and void; and he has thought of two Wage for this. 
j 


Pag. 36, 


+ T-" By their proceeding expreſly contrary to. the letter of this 
Law ; viz. in the Attainder of the Duke of Northumberland in 
Queen Mary's time, who was ſent with. an» Army againſt 2, Mary 
by whey of Comncil and @« Warrant under the Great Seal in behalf of 
Queen Jane. 

Ro Their laying a comrary obligation on the Conſciences of Subjef ; 
which he proves by the As concerning the SucceMon made-b 


-Hen, VIII. and the Oath of Allegiance. Now I am-apt to thin 


he is miſtaken in this matter, becauſe after all this was done, my 
Lord Coke, and other great Judges and Lawyers, have takea this 


for a very good Law, and therefore did not think, that it was 


in effe&t declared null and void. As for the condemnation of 


the Duke of Northumberland, it was either reconcileable with this 


Law, or it was not ; if it were, I ſuppoſe it did not in effe# de- 
tlare it null and woid; if 1t were not, it was a Sentence againſt 
Law ; and I never heard, that an Illegal Sentence did either Re- 


peal a Law, or declare it void. As for the Acts of Succeflion 


made by Hen. VIII. and the Oath of Allegiance, tho ſome Men, 
if they pleaſe, may expound them ſo as to contradiet the Statute 
of 11, Herr. VII. yet they being ſubſequent Laws, made without re- 
pealing that former Statute, it ſeems molt reaſonable tome, that 
their Senſe and Interpretation ſhould be limited by that former 
unrepealed - Statute ; for if thoſe Kings and Parliaments had 1n- 
rended to lay any obligation upon Subjets, contrary to any thing 
.enacted by that Law, they would have repealed it; for a former 
and dnrepealed Law muſt limit che Interpretation of {ublequent 
Laws, unleſs we will allow the Laws to contradict each other. 
'This is all in our Author, that ſtrily concerns Law ; for in 
what follows he proceeds to diſpute againſt the Law, from Prin- 


os of Reaſon and Rehgion, and to prove, that it is 10 be look- 
e 


upon in it ſelf null and void in reſper? of the matter of it, tho 1t 
were granted, ihat this Stearate was made by a Legal Authority, on” 
F” bas 


ORR © - 
, 


EIS us 2, L 


II” 


* - *; dA te OR, 
2 T 


* ans "oe * p 
. EI Eohs” rot na 
s fc 
- | Ps 314 ? ” 
5 x 
bs . 
« 


due to Sovereign Powders, 8c. . -— io 

bas frood ever ſmce unrepealed. ' Now this iis what I at firſt fuſpe- 

t ed; that they-would not ftando' the determination of the Law 
-in this matter;” and then 'why.do .they-trouble:chemfelves and. 
the; World about Law',-if: nothing)Thall 'paſs'for 'a/-good Law, 
which they don't hke?.80_s].5{o lov 1 Hof3 <4 oe: ven 697 024) 

TIF our Author carefully confider- what I have already-diſcour- 
ſed, I hope he will find a ſatisfa&ory anſwer:to all bis follow- 
ing obje&ions; or at leaſt ſuch Principles,” as. willenable a Man 

of-a great deal leſs skill than he' has cto-anfwer'themr all! '. - + 
- - But.tho I am in. greatihaſt ro conclude, I ſhall itop alittle:ro 
examine the two Reaſons he gives to prove: that Statute: rx. 
Hen. VIE which indemnifes Subjects for Fighting for a King in 
Poſleflion to be a void Law with reſpe& to the Matter, though 
the Authority that made it be allowed good, viz. For it either di- 
weſts the Lawful King of bis Right to the Crown, and gives it to 8: 37 
the Uſurper, or it ſtill reſerves bis Right to bim, bat yet notwith- 
ſtanding, orders the SubjetFs to obey and ſtand by the King, in Poſſeſ- 
[ion : Now a very ſhort anſwer will ſerve for this. For, 

'I- The Law does not deny his Legal Right to the Crown, * 
but yet may reaſonably. deny him to be King, when he is out of 
Poſſeflion. For a King is he, who actually adminiſters the Go- 
vernment with a Regal Authority ; not he, who has right co do 
| It, but is kept from his Right, ſuch a Prince may retain the-Ti- . 
| | tle of King, but he has nothing elſe. | 
| 2. When ſuch a Caſe happens, it is not ſo unjuſt or unreaſon- 
able, as tro maks it a void Law, to order: Subjefs to obey and ſtand 
| by the King in Poſſeſſion : For the King has no Right but by Law, 

' and then the Law may determine how far his Right ſhall ex- 
tend; and if the King himſelf by the advice, conſent, and au- 
thority of the Eſtates oft the Realm (conſidering how often ſuch 
caſes happen, that a Prince who has no legal Right gets Poſle(- 
ſion of the Throne, and what deſolations the diſputes of Princes 

| - occaſion, and how impoflible it is for Subjes to avoid Fightin 

for the King in Poſleſfion ſhould think fit, for the ſecurity of;, 

the Government and Publick Peace, to bind the Allegiance of 

Subje&s to the Poſleflion of the Throne, what iniquity 1s there 

in this Law ? why may not a legal Right be bounded and limi- 

ted by Laws? Why may not the Supreme Authority of the Na- 

tion make the beſt Proviſjon they can to preſerve the Govern- 
ment, to fecure the Lives and Fortunes, and to eaſe_the Con- 
| K {ciences 
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Thus I have fairly dating 
this matter, "have taken alt. due care, "neither to impoſe | 
my ſelf nor; others by ſamo little fallacies, nor 19 provake any. 
fort of a rurnr rs If what I have faid, da-net make 
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